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[The Crofs-examtnation 4f John Groves^ continued^ from 
Vol II.} 

^ T> ECAUSE Mr. Walfli came there with King and Coot 
-^^ fUtutlon upon his buttons, you chofe to (ay that you 
though he was a fpy, was that ib ? 

A. That was not the reafon, becaufe he had the King and 
Conftitution upon his buttons, for that might hav« been put on. 

^ Well, feeing him there with King and Conftitution on 
his buttons, you chofe to fay, that you drought he was a fpj 
from the Treafury ? 

A. No. 

^ Thendotellmekowthefaais? 

A. The faJ3i is, I was applied to by two or three to know if I 
knew Mr. Walfh, I iaid yes, and he was pointed out to me; I 
£ud.tfaat is Mr. Wallh, certainly; ibmebody made anfwe% who I 
cannot lay, he is juft come from Ireland, where he has beeA upon 
fome Government bufineis; I was aiked if I knew any thing of 
his beii^ employed by Government I find immediatdy, I do 
believe h6 is. 

^ Did not you iay you believed he was a fpy ? 

A. I do not diink I did. 

^ Will you fwear you did not £iy) that you believed he was 

afpyf 

B 2 ^. By 
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A* fiy ttiy feying that I believed he was employed by Govern* 
tnent, I meant to fay, that he was a fpy. 

^ Then you do confidcr that the term fpy, is to be applied 
to thofe employed by Government ? 

A^ If you take it by implication that a man employed by Go* 
vernment is a fpy, it is fo. 

^ No; it is your own interpretation of the words ? 

A Then you have it that way, I confefs it fo far. 

^. Then you did fay you thought he was a fpy ? 

A. Yes, fo fer as giving information, 

^ It was after that, that Mr, Tbelwall faid he was £br admit* 
ting all fpies ? 

A. Certainly, Mr. Thelwall did fay fo. 

j^ This was a very large meeting, was not it? 

An It was largQ. 

^ Had you no apprehcnfion for your friend, Mr, Walfh, 
frying, you thought he was a fpy, at fuch a meeting \ 

A* He is no friend of mine. 

^. He was not a man, I fuppofe, whom you mfhed to have 
torn to pieces? 

A. No, nor any man in die world* 

^ Was not you a little apprchenfive of holding him out, as^^ 
ipy,a man you knew nothi^ of? 

A. No ; I was for admitting all fpies too^ and to let them re* 
main there unmolefted. 

^ But though you might be for letting fpies, that were 
diere, continue, t want to know why you pointed out a particular 
man as a fpy ? 

A. I did not point out a particular man, I was applied to if 
I knew him, and I v^ras taken to one end of the garden to look 
at him, and I faid that is Mr. Walfli, certainly. 

^. Did not you fay you believed he was employed by Go* 
vernment ? 

>. I did, 

^. Employed by Government to be there ? 

A. I did not fay that. 

^ But was not that your meaning? 

4. I di4 
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A. I dlcl mefan that* 

^ Then why are you fencing with me ? 
jf. I am not fencing* 

J^. You reprefented him i^ b« a man fent there by Govern** 
tnent, in the fame way as yourfelf ? 
A. Yes. 

^. Wf^gt induced you to point Out this man ? 
A, I was defired to point him out* 
^ Did you believe him to be fo \ 

A, I did, 

^. I yrantto know whether yoii going there, as what you call, 
yourfelf a fpy, how you came to point out to the people, that 
were there, ano&er perfon whom you alfo believed to be a fpy ? 

A. There was good reafon for that, becaufe, if I had not iaid 
he was fent there as a fpy, I fhould have been fufpedled my- 
felf : the fa<a vira^ too notorious to be denied, and if Mr* Walfh 
was here he would not deny it. 

^ With King and Conftitution upon his buttons ? 

A* I think there was at that time. 

^ Whet number of people do you think were there at this 
time ? 

A. I fhould think between two and three thouiand ; therd was 
a vaft number, I believe, that were there out of curiofity, but^ 
as far as I am able to judge, there were not above eight or nine 
hundred of the London Cprrefponding Society there. 

^. You (ay, that fitting down to eat fome bread aild cfaee/e^ 
there was fomething that you called little' inftruments taken out^ 
and it turned out that thefe were French knives ? 

A. Yes, in the fhape of French knives, made in this, country 
I prefume, as many of them are* 

^ I know they are very common things ? 

A. As common as any thing certainly, and I believe a great 
many people ufe them for fafety to their hands* . 

^. You went to Mr. Green's in Orange-ftreetj you (^31^ 

A Ye§. 

^. Heilijti you he had fold two or thre^ hundred of the(e» but 
B 3 toU 



told you to fpcak very low as the parlodr-door v&s ope% and his 
wife was a damned Ariftocrat i 

A. He certainly ufed thofe words. 

^. You are pofitivc to thofe particular words, tha^hefaid his 
wife was a danmed Ariftocrat ? « 

A. I am, and we both of us laughed. i 

.^. What did you laugh at ? **• 

A. At the lady's being an Ariftocrat. • 

^. I think you told me you were at the dinner on jdife fcpond of 
May, at the Crown and Anchor ? 

A. Yes. ••. . 

^.. How many people might there be there t 

A. I fhould tiiink there muft be five hundred in all. • 

^. You went there in the fame charafter, I fuppofe ? 

A. Affuredly. 

^ You fay there was fome piece of news brought— a newf- 
paper brought in ? 

A. I do not know whether a newfpaper was brought in, but 
there were accounts brought in that fome of the Allied Powers 
had received a very greajt check. " ' ** 

^ You do not know whether there was any newfpaper 
brought in f 

A. I do not I I muft add diis, that I was very mudi furprifed 
Indeed when I went into the Conftitutional Society — I there 
faw a number of moft refpe£table gentlemen. < 

^ Then at this meeting that you are §)eaking of, there were: 
a number of very refpe£bible gentlemen I L 

A. Indeed there were. •/ 

^. How did you get tfiere t -*_ 

A. I have told you by a ticket Mr. Hardy brought to me ir 
I offered to pay for it, he faid they were not to be paid for. 

^ What number did this meeting confift of? ■ '_. 

jf. I dare fay near five hundred ; I think three hundred and fifty ;f 
or Aur hundred iat down to dinner. 

^ You are not fure, I think you fay, who was ii^ the* chair i . 

^. I am not, but if I may prcfume to think upon Ae fubjed^. 
It was Mif Whartwu 

^. You 



^ Yap gitA Jilot pfefiunt to dtiiUc. 

A. XhenI Ml noc certain, and I will give joxx the rtatpfk^ JM 
weat iakb.4Rnxiom, and there was a litde buftle, and imoirit 
put iiitg* Jtii^^i^hair; I cannot iay, but I confider Mr. Wharton io 
be in t^ jhauf ii but whether it was him or Mr. Home Todce^ 
I canno.t ^ ^ , 

^ WJ^Weritwas, Ifuppofehe&tattholiea^^f tfaeta^ 

J. Thct^.V^ a row all along, and they iat at the had at 
thctdA^J.-*- -^ 

^. .Xhin jL Jhink you fay Mr. Tooke made a Qieecb, in whkb 
he.fe&4id uffoti the Hou(e of Commons ? 

rt'.'^^T<iif\^*he called die Houfe of Common* a fink of 
V. •corruption ? 

y\ ' jf. He called die Houie of Conunons a (coundrel Sunk, of 
.! 'corruption. 

^ He;*fp<dce of there being a jundion betwieen Ibe two 
parties ? 

A He iq^led them a fcoundrel oppoiition. 
- .*. ^ I d^HMTifrant you to repeat any ofFendve expreiSons diat 
^e ufed ^i^^»nft individuals, but I diink in fpeaking againft the 
)iereditary!|^nity, he fpoke generally of a particukr perfon ' 
' .-^ A, He did, and he fpoke of more than one. 
. .; ^. I believe he fpoke highly <^ the hereditary Nobility of dit 

ii^; ^: He did. 

.^. He fpoke highly of the hereditary Nobilky of die oouotry 
1 contraHdiftingttHhcd from adventurers f 
\\^^^J A. Moft affuredly, he paid die hereditary Nobility of the ^ 
■ * iVtountry every compliment that a man could pay. 

"^ .■'•^- I believe he obfervcd, Hkcwife, Aat thui hereditary No- 

.-^ibffity, of whom he fpoke fo high, bad loft dieir infloenoe in the 

¥fldte, by the introdud^ion of adventurers ? 
'•-X'.';wi* I do not know that the word adventurers was made ufe^f.l 

'^^ ' SrJ^ thcJntrodu<aion of thofe then who were not the heri 

'■^ ^jWNi* new Nobility. 

y.r B4 ^ He 












"4': ;^*^-Hc had before been declaiming againft^tJic^oiJG" df Com- 

ji ^ ;t5:^|gfiil^M|rtainlyj ufifig ail improper expreflionj h^wtfi^ calling 
>v^flieS^i^k of corruption r , v. ^4 Csrf-^^Ji;-'' 

'J*. Did be' oQt: (^, likewlfc, that thofc n,ewJl¥dMift,wcrer" 
^ introduced JrntO^'-tlf^^ttDafe of Lords, by means oi ;li^fe':J^plc -', 
whofe- con%^.^hs*^^s finding feuh with m:ii^^ 
Commoiis f:V 4j;:';i;i:' ,. r^y^fL^'\*';^V' V 

j/. I thinlc his (^nfc was the Jame j I have n0^fefitati&*^ fey .. 
that his fenfe was die fame, .-:';-^^ '_ ^ .*V ■ ' -^- ' 

^. Did he not alfafpeak highly of the ofEceo^^^^ei^jwJi"^ 
Gbnffittttion ? "^ ^ ^ ;^ ,* :: rf^- V"?^^^^ 

i^. 1 2tm very dear he dlSj ^Sd^kk he faid^ tW|^5ll^^jy^ 
Ppcrs^ orthofe lately introduced mto, the Houfe of 'Tjordsj cithe^J, 
had comb in edj of were combiiiiJig-fof^^e purpofe of amuTing th^f^J 
poor man, the Kiiig. : . -1? . v . '^•'. 

••?^* ^^ ^^ ^^^ mentioil it as mattW of complainji that thii - 
^ ^■B^rhf*^ loft his dtte we^t In the conftitutioh, % means of .' 
this corruption that he had been complaining of b^)fi||^'/ V 

'j{. I underftood him completely fo ; I do re] it*frj ii| ^ 'yic woV<§; 
that Mr. Horne Tookc faid difrefpe^EWiil to hi$.!^ij|^^'. J^-; 

^ Did he hold out any thing as matter of Ct^^Hmt in th#^-. 
now exifting conftituiion, except that there was ^ jfoirVpf peopl^^ 
introduced into the Ho^feof Commons whom he diiapiproved of 
and by thejr nieans likewife a fort of perfons introduced* iiito th^ 
Houfe of Peeirsy wboih he difepproved of; and that thieyv adiii 
together, reftrained tfte due power pf the Crown ? 

y/. I believe that wiais die obje^tcf all his converfetioxV " 'Sri 

Mr. John Gurnell (called again) 
- ^. Where did you find that paper ? 
4, In Mr« Hardy's houfe. 

It vjaYiy$Js: 
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« Tune Vicar rf Bray. 

«I. 

** Whyfliould wc vaiidy wafte our prime, 
* Repeating our oppreffions ? 

" Come roufe to arms, 'tis now the time 
*' To puniih paft tran(greffions» 

** 'Tis faid that Kings csui do no wrong; 
** Their murd'rous deeds deny it ; 

" And fincQ,from us their pow'r has fprung, 
** We have the right to try it, 

^ Chorus, Come roufe to arms, &c. 

« II. 

** The ftarving wretch, who fteals for bread, 
" But feldom meets comp^on, 

^ And (hall a crown preferve th« head 
" Of him who robs a nation? 

*' Such partial laws we all defpife j 
** See Gallia's bright exainple^ 

** The glorious fight before our eyes, 
" We'll on every tjrrant trample. 

" Come roufe, &c. &c. 

" III.. 
« Proud Bifliops tiext we will tranftate 
*' Among prieft-crafted martyrs : 
" The guillotine on Peers (hall wait, 

" And Knights we'll hang in garters : 
** Thefe Defpots long have trod us down, 

*' And Judges are their engines ; 

" Thefe wretched minions of a Crown 

** Demand a People's vengeance.. 

" Come roufe, &c. &c. 
« IV. 
" Our Jurifes are a venal pack, 
** See Juftice topfy-turvy j 

^ On Freedom's caufe they've turned a back, 
^* OJF Engliibmen unwordiy ; 

^ The 
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^ The glorious work but once begun, 
« We'll cleanfe the Augean ftable : 

** A moment loft, and we're undone, 
^ Come, ftrike while we are able. 

** Come roufe, &c. &c." 
« V. 

" The golden age wU then revive ; 
^ Each man fhadil be a brodier^ 

•* In peace and harmony well live, 
^ And (hare the wcurld together. 

•* In virtue train'd, enlightened youth 
** Will love each fellow creature; 

^ An^ future ages read diis trudi, 
*' That man is good by nature. 

« Cwne roufe, &c. &c.'^ 



Mr. Erfkine. If die Jury will look at the back of it, they will 
fee this fong was fent in a letter to Mr. Hardy by fomebMly or 
other. 

John Thomfon (fworn). 

Examined by Mr. Attorney General. 

j^ Did you find any tiling in the pofleffion of a perfon of the 
name of Hillier ? 

J. I did. 

^ When ? 

jt. On Monday the iQthofMay. 

^ Produce it. 

[The witnefs produced a pikey with a blade two feet two inches 
long]. 

William Carnage (called in again). 

Examined by ^r. Attorney General. 

* ^. You told us yefterday that you were at Edinburgh when 

Ae Scotch Convention fat and was difperfed ? 
^. Yes. • 

j^. You knew Maurice Margarot, did not you ? 

A. Yes, 



( " ) 

A. Yes, I faw liim in die Tonx)otft; in Ediribui^ 

J^. Did you ever fee any knife in his hand ? 

A, I faw one laid upon the table, which Margarot faid was his. 

^. Defcribe that knife, 

A. It appeared to be a knife that opened widi a fpring between 
the haft and the blade : the knife and blade altogether was nine or 
ten inches long. 

J^. Was it eafy or difficult to (hut when it was once opened f 

A. It was very hard to (hut \ I could not (hut it myfdf* 

William Carnage^ 
Crofs-examlned by J4r^ Erfkine* 

^. Are you a Sheffield man ? 

A. Yes. 

J^ Had you ever feen any knife of this defcription? 

A. No. ' 

^. Had any body cMe a knife of diis fort? 

A. No. 

J^. Was any thing faid about it at this tirns I 

A. No. 

^ Was it concealed ? 

A. No, it was laid for him to get his dbuier with. 

^. Tben Margardt did not make any fecret of this knife i 

A. No. 

^ How many people were prelent in all ? 

A. There might he about fix or fevcft. • 

^ Did it ftrtke you at the time tint there was aayilunf; 
wrong in it ? 

A. No, I did not apprdiendanydBi^i^dBi^r ia^ knife 
when I faw it, only it was a curious knife^ and he fbewcd it to 
me upon the table. 

J^. PubKclyf 

A. Yes. 

^ Are yQU a cutler? ' 

A. No, an ink-ftand maker. 

^ Was tfats 2X the time the Ccnfrcntim im boMis^at Xdin* 

% A. No^ 
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A. No, afterwards ; he was then in the TolbooA^ 
^ And he ate his dinner with it ? 
J. Yes* 

George Lynam (fworn). 

Examined by Mr, Bower. 

^ Were you at anytime a Member of the London Corre^ 
(ponding Society ? 

A Yes. 

^ At what time did you beconic a member of the London 
Correfponding Society ? 

jf. LiOftober, 1792. 

^ Where did you firft fee any diviflon of the London Cor- 
refponding Society ? 

jf. At die fign of the Maniion-houfe, oppofite to the Manfion- 
houfe. 

^ Which of the divifions of the London Correfponding So- 
ciety met at diat houfe ? 

A The divifidn Na 12. 

^ When you went firft into the room, did you receive any 
paper of any kind ? 

A. Yes. 

j^ What was the paper you received upon going into the 
room? 

A. It was the Rules of the London Correfponding Society, 
and the London Correfponding Society's Addrefs. 

j^ Addrefs, of what date ? Is it an addrefs to the members, 
or to the nation, or what ? 

^. It was the Society's Refolutions, and Addrefs to the Public 
at large. i^ 

Lord Chief Juftice Eyre. Whatdate has that addrefs ? 

A, I do not inmiediately recoiled; but if one was handed to 
'me, I could recognife it; but I think it is in March, 1792. 

^ Is tiiis one of the papers ? 

A. It is a larger pamphlet than tha^^ * 

'^« Upon receiving that paper, did you give any iotimation 
•f any kind to the onafter <^ the houfe ? 

^. Yes; 
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A. Yes; I told him I believed it was a Ibciety- 



^. In facS: you intimated, that tiiere would be danger Aerc^ 
then in confequence of fome intimation, no matter ^rfiat, diat 
you gave to the mafter of the houfe. Was Aat dirifion crf'die 
fociety adjourned to any odier place ? 

A. It was adjourned the next evening ft) the CrowiH in Neww 
gate-ftreet. 

^ Did you attend at Aat meeting ? 

A. I did. 

^. Was it there that you were accepted a member ? 

A. It was. 

^. Did you become a member of that di viiion diat nig^ ? 

A, I did. 

^. Was the prifoner, Hardy, a member of the fame divifioa 
of the London Correfponding Society that you were admitted % 
member of? 

A. No, he was not; he did not belong to tfiat divifion, but 
he belonged to the fociety. 

^ Were you prefent at any time afterwards at any other di- 
yifion? 

A. I was. 

^ Where was ^t, and what was the number of the divifion ? 

A. I beg leave to look at my minutes that I made from time 
to dmct 

j^ Did you make Aefe minutes at die times to which diey 
refpeAively refer \ 

A. Yes, I did, 

^ Then you ipay refreCh your memory by Aem. What wa> 
the next meeting at which you ^re prefent ? 

An The next meeting I attended was at the (ign of the Uni- 
cxxtiy in Covent Garden, on die 29th of 0£bober. 

^ How many peribns might be prefent at that meeting ? 
A. I cannot exadly fiiy ; but there was a very large compa- 
ny; the room was fiill^ there might be alout feventy or eighty 
people. 

^ Was die prifoner at the bar one rf them ? • 
A. Yes, 
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^ In what charaiSer did the prifoner appear there f 
. jt. As fecretary^ I underftood. 

J^ Who were the delegates at that meeting ? 

jf. Being a young member at that time, I had not made my-- 
felf informed of the names of the delegates, nor the nuix^ber of the 
diviiions. 

Lord Chief Jujlice Eyre. Was this a committee of delegates f 

A. This was a meeting of the Divifion, No. 2. 

Mr. Bower. Did Mr. Hardy, while you was there^ take any 
part and what ? were any reports made by any body ? 

A. There was brought forward at that time Tom Paine*s Ad- 
dreis to the French People, and it was voted to be publifhed and 
delivered to all the diviiions. 

S^. Was any thing more iaid or done at that meeting ? 

Jl» X es* / 

^ By whom? 

A. I don't know that 

^ What was done next ? 

A. Tom Paine's Letter to die People of France, already pub- 
lifhed, to be delivered out, and the Rights and Duties of Man to 
be continued weekly. 

^. Are thefe minutes of lefokitions that were paflbd that 
pight ? 

A. Yes ; the delegates had received letters from the Man<Aef« 
ter and Sheffield Societies, approving of the London Corrpfpond- 
ing Society's Addrefs to the French Conventiotv-^-Reported that 
two thoufand and upwards had figned it at Norwich— The 
Crown and Anchor approve of it, but would fend one of their 
own thinking ; the more addrefles that were fent to the Conven-- 
lion the better. 

^ Who were prefent befides the priibner ? . 

A. A great many. 

^ Who c^pummicated the letter from the Manchefter So* 
ciety ? 

Af The mode of conducing the diviiions is thus: the dele* 
^ate. of the divifion attend^ the hufinels that has been tnnftftej 

at 
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at the CkMomittee of Ddegates and he makes a report of what 
letters and what refolutions were brought forward and agreed tou 

^ That was die mode of doing the buiineis? 

/Yes. 

J^. Was there any thing more psfied at that meeting i 

if. That feems to be all diat I have made any memoran- 
dum o£ 

^ DoyourecolleAany diingmoce,or doyou not? 

jf. That is all I recoU^ at that meeting. 

^ Who made that report diat yoa have been Qieaking of at 
the laft meeting? 

J. I cannot charge my recolleftion who it was, and therefim 
I would not fpeaic. The next meeting was of the diviiion. 
No. 12, at the Crown, in Newgate-ftreet, on the 31ft of Oc* 
iDbcr. 

^. Who was prefent at diat meeting? 

if. Mr. Hardy was not prefent 

^ What was done at that meeting ? 

if. >At diat meeting the Addreft to the French Convention 
was reported by the delegate that was brought forward on the 
%jih of September at the Unicorn. 

J^. Did any dung more pais there ? 

if. I have made a remark of nothing more than that, I fancy 
Acre was nothing of any confequence. The next meeting was 
at the Rainbow, in Fleet'-ftreet, on the 2d of November. 

Lird Chi^Juftict Eyre. What divifion was that ? 

A. I have not got the number of the divifion, and I do not im- 
neffiatdy recdled it. 

Uri Qiitf Juftice Eyre. It was not your own divifion. 

No. 12 ? 

A. No, number 12 was the divifion I entered into; it was 
pot that, but another divifion j to the bell of my recollcftion 
it was No. II. 

Mr, Bower. Did any thing material pafs at that meeting ? 

4 The delegate reported, that the Company at Stockport had 
Wrote to Sheffield of their approbation of the different meetings, 
Th^ Editor of die Sheffield Paper wrote to th^ delegates, that it 

would 



( i6 ) 

would be a good plan to fend London delegates down to teach 
die formers politics* A letter from a Meeting juft formed at 
Nottingham, addrefled to the delegates— I am inclined to think 
that letter was not read. The next report was, that there were 
£x honorary members adnutted at the Crown and Anchor. 

^ Admitted to the Conftitutional Society, do you mean ? 

A^ Yes; that is the whole of that meeting. The next, divifion 
No. 12, at the Crown, Newgate-ftreet, November the 14th. 

Mr. Bower. I will prove by the paper in my hand, that 
Mr. Hardy was. the delegate of divifion. No, 2; becaufe your 
Lordfhips will have a good deal of evidence of what paiTed in the 
divifion of whidi he was a delegate. 

Lord Chief yuftice Eyre. You laid you did not know who 
was the delegate? 

jI, I will not take upon myfelf to be certain, but believe I 
Ihould be right if I faid that Mr. Hardy was delegate at that 
time, for that divifion. 

Mr. Lauzun (called again.) 

Mr. Bower. Did you find that papef (Jhewing it to the wit^ 
nefs) among Mr. Hardy's papers ? 

A. I found it in Mr. Hardy's houfe. 

Aleifander Grflnt» I belieVe that is Mr. Hardy*s hand-writing. 

(It waf read,) 

" London Correfponding Society, at the Unicorn, Covent- 
" Garden, Monday, Oftober i, 1792, 
'* Refolved, That Thomas Hardy, divifion No. IL be ap- 
« pointed our delegate to the ftanding committee of the feveral 
^ divifions, and to continue in office for three months. 

(Signed) *^ ALEXANDER LOWRIE, Chairman.'* 

Indorfed^ " Divifion No. H.' delegate, 

^ Thomas Hardy. 
« Number of member^, 120." 



Mr. Bower^ to Lynam. Whether the perfon' who made the 
ireport at that meeting, on the 29th of Oftober, at the Unicorn, 
was the delegate ? 

A, Surely 
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A. Surdy (a 

Mr. Bower, Now go on from where you left oif. 

Lynam. The next meeting was at the Crown, in Ncwgatc- 
ftreet, on the 14th of November. 

J^. What paffed at that meeting ? 

J, Nothing material I fancy j I have no minute of any thing. 

^. Pafs on to the next. 

A I return back again here to a meeting at the Uniconi, 
November 12th. 

^ Of divifion No. 2. ? 

jI. Yes. 
. ^ What paffed at that divifion ? 

J. There was read a letter, written by Mr. Barlow-«his^ 
Addrefs to the Convention, very inflammiatory, and there were 
very loud plaudits at the reading. 

^. Who made the report that night ? 

ji. The delegate reports, the report is always made by the 
delegate. 

Lord Chief Jujilce Eyre. Was diat a letter addreffed to the 
divifion, or communicated by the delegate as coming from the 
committee of delegates ? 

A As coming from the committee of delegates, and it waa 
Barlow*s letter addreffed to the Convention of France. The 
next is a report by fomebody to the meeting, that the London 
Correfponding Society in London, in number, was fix thoufand ; 
that the divifion. No. 14, meeting at Spitalfields, was increafed, 
^Oii would foon be equal in number to all the refl of the divifions 
of the fociety. The firfl meeting of the London Correfponding 
Society, I was informed, was at Mr. Robert Bpyd's, No. 11, 
Exeter-flreet, and that he had.the firft refoliitions of the fociety j 
I was fhewn one, dited the 2d of April, 1792 : — A letter from 
Major Johnfon, of Edinburgh ; he does not approve of the 
Addrefs to. the Convention, but was framing a paper to inform 
the public on politics, and would fend one fodn to the fociety. 

^ How was that letter conveyed > was that to the divifion, 
Np. 2. at the Unicorn ? 

^..Yes5 th)? Lond9n Cprrefponding Society's Addrefs r^ 

Vot. in. C ceiyc4 
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celvcd by the National Convention, and ordered to he pubfiibed 
and fent to the eighty-three departments* 

^ Is that a report of what had been done in France ? 

j4. a report by the delegate, of their Addrefs to the National 
Convention of France being received, and that by the Convention 
it was ordered to be publiflied and fent to the eighty-three depart- 
ments in France : — ^Thc fociety at Sheffield fent up their Addreis 
to the Convention to the delegates, v^hohad forwarded it s that 
is the whole at that meeting* 

^ Had fent up their Addrefs to the committee of delegates ? 

j4. Yes, and they had forwarded it to the Convention* 

^ 1$ that the whde of the minutes you have of wha( paiTed 
at that time ? 

jf. It is* The next meeting was at the Crown, in Newjate- 
Hreet, Nor 21, divifion No. 12 ; It was at this diyifion mentioned, 
that there was a talk of a Congrefe to be held in Scotland* The 
next thing that was done, was to read Judge Aflihurfi's Charge 
to the Grafid Jury* Reported, that: a fociety at Norwich wanted 
to know, if we meant to come into the Duke of Richmond's plan, 
or to rip up Monarchy ; they fufpefted that this was to draw them 
into fome unguarded expreiHon^, and declined anfwering. Re- 
ported, that the delegates had wrote to the fociety at Sheffield^ 
and at Edinburgh* The next is, the branching off of the new 
divifion, from No. 12 ; the branching off* was on the 2iil of 
November, and this new divifion took No. 23, and met at the 
Ship in Moorfields, on the 27 th of November. 

^ Were you a delegate of the new divifion, or did you con* 
tinue in the old one ? 

jt. I was chofen delegate of this firft meeting on the 27tfa of 
November ; it was recommended to inform the public that we 
were not levellers, and it was recommended to avoid riot or 
refiftance to the laws. 

Lord Chief Jujiice Eyre. Were the rcafons for that recom- 
mendation ftated ? 

J. There was, at the time, but I did not make any memo- 
randum of it, but it was on accoimt of the magiftrates interfering 
With their meetings, and fome of the publicans had been threat- 
ened 
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unfiii to twve i^eir licencet taken awajr $ tH coideqience of iiati 
this was a recpmmend^tloii of the divifioiu 

Lord Chief Juftic^ Eyre* Was. f^is a. recommendation t6 you 
from the committee of delegates^ reported by your del^ate ? 

#/, Ir was a cttirerfiitioci'^-TJi!' wSk5 a recommendation of the 
diviflon that it (hould be carried by me to the committee of del^ 
gatea* Reported^ diat in Edinburgh, th^ firft oharaAers belonged 
lo the eaufe| hud formed themfdves into a (ticiety, and calle 
themfdves a Convention of Delegate^ axvi it was lefislvdl to 
fubfetihe for the defence of any profocitted member and his 
fftmily> 

Lord Chief Jii/Hce Eyrik, You do not mean a reguhu' reporli 
but that ^is was converfation ? 

A. It was converfation* The ne)ct remark diat I have got, is 
••*^ meeting of delegates at the Sun, in Windmill-ftreet, on the 
29th of November } it was ag^'eed to change. the houfe weekly. ' 

J^ Was you prefent ^ a meeting of the delegates diat day ? 

A> Yes, there were twenty-*two delegates m^t* 

J^ Was any paper, or any propoial brought forward there ? 

A. Thedivifion, No» 11, had received twenty vifitors froo| 
Iflington; a focietjr was intended to be formed there* — ^The Sub- 
Committee brought forward their anfwer to the Crown and 
Anchor, but it was referred back again to that Sub-Committee* 

4^ What Crown and Anchor declaration was diat referred to ? 

A^ The meeting of Delegates muft have had a letter from the 
Conftitutional Society, which muft have been read, and anfwered 
before I became a Delegate ; fo that what it was I cannot tell. 

Mr, Bower ^ When you talk of the Crown and Anchor, do you 
mean the Society for Conftitutbnal Informationat the Crown and 
•Andior ? 

A. Yes j-r^-there was one prefented byCounfellor Vaughan, a 
viiitor from die Conftitutional Society; he offering an anfwer, 
it was read and approved with fome alterations ; there were fome 
parts of it that were obje<Sled to, and thefc words were 

Lfrd Chief Jujtie$ ByU. Was Counfellor Vaughan prefent ? 

A. Yes ; he was a vifitor from dfe ConiUtutional Society^; dif 

C ^ addreft 



^drefs that fae brought forward was approved with fome ahsera;# 
tions, a part of the alteration was ^* die in the cau/e.*^ 

j^ Putting in or taking out thofe words I 

A. Both. 

Lord Chief Juftice Eyre^ Did you mean that yoaftruck out^ 
0K added thofe words ? 

^r Struck tfaem ottt;-»buty however, diere was fomething 
dlere iaid in jttftification of thofe words, by ibmething that pafied 
an Cromwell's tnne, about a brewer being made a Cololiel.— ^ 
Jt was agreed that this (hould be put in the Sunda3r's Paper if 
poffible, and five hundred large bills printed and ftuck up about the 
town, that we are not levellers, and one to be fent to each 
divifion.-^Mr. Vaughan moft ftrongly recommended good order 
and peaceable cohdud* 

Mr. Bower. You. hy you do not know what Ae paper was to 
which tlus was an anfwer, or where it came from 2 

j1. I dlid not fee diat ; but this anfwer, that was read tftat night 
and approved of, was brought forward by Counfeltor Vaughan, 
and thefe words were erafed out^ but were attempted to be 
juftifled. 

J^. Doyouknowfrom what fociety at the Crown and Anchor 
jthat came ? 

jt. The Conftitutional Society. 

i^. It was an anfwer to fomething received before you was » 
Member ? 

A. Yes ^f our funds were tow the Conftitutional Society 
yrould print for us ? 

^ Who feid that? 

A, Mr. Vaughan £iid that, it was then reported that many 
enemies to the fociety had endeavoured to get into the fociety.—* 
At this meeting it was reported that five divifions had been 
fcouted, that is prevented meeting at the places where they ufually 
had met.— Maurice Margarot made a motion to write to Mr» 
Pitt and the Attorney General, that if our meetings were illegal 
he would furrender himfelf ;— this was over-ruled, and it was 
agreed to fupport all profecutcd members, and recommended ta 
all the divifions.— 

Mr, Erjkinu 
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Mr^ Erfitne. You wrote this down at die time ? 

A Yes. 

Mr. Bower. Did you receive that note frwn the prifoucr 

Hardy? (Jhewingd paper U the witnefs)^ 

J. Yes, Idii 

(The paper read). 

, December 4,- 1792. 

<^ Citizen Lynam, youarerequefted to meet the Special Com- 

^ mittee this evening, at feven o'clock, at the Nag^s-head, 

f Orange-ftreet, Leicefter-Fields* 

^ I am your fellow citizen, 

« THOMAS HARDY. 

^ Pleafe to inform- any of the Delegates near you,* that you 

^ know, but no one elfe." 

*^ Addreffed to Mr. Lynam, Na 31, Walbroof 



J^. Did you in confequence of thi^ notice go to the place wherC 
fliat note required you to go ? 

jf, I did s but have no memorandum of any thing that pafied ? 

^ Have you any recoUc£Hon of what paflcd? 

^/ 1 have not. 

^ Was you prefent at a meeting of any of the divifiohs, upoi^ 
the I ith of December, 

A. Yes? — ^Divifion Na 23, December the nth. 

^ At what place, 

A I fancy it was at the Brown-Bear, in Moorfields, but I 
have not got it down, 
• ^. What paffed at that meeting ? 

J. It was reported at that meeting that the London Corref. 
poiiding Society'^ rules were introduced among the foldiers ? 

^ Have you read as far as you have taken minutes of the 
J Ith of December, at the Brown-Bear, in Moorfields ? 

A There were no new members admitted. 

^ Was any thing material done there ? 

A. It was reported tHait Colonel Dalrymple, of Edinburgh, 

vns determined to have a Parliamentary Reform ;— it was reported, 

)i]^ewife, that the Iriih were fcouted, as we had been 3 ^t they 

' ' :. C 3 ba4 
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had applied to the Cotincil^ whp had idcclared their meeting t6 ha 

legal, 

, J^. To Ac Cotmdl i 

AYes. 

^ Was it explained what Council ? 

jf. The Privy Council in Dublin.— A motion was then made 
that as th^ financed of the divifions are low, as they cannot print 
^e addreiS) the divifidHii are recomh^hded to fubfcribe, — ^Three 
members of this divifion dedJted, at that time, that they would' 
ftick them up about the town, • 

^ What addrefs wat it diat they M^tttihtti talking about ? 

jf. I fkhcy that muft have been the addrefs to the Conftitutional 
Society^ butlhAVchatgOtthememofartdUmj whcthtef it Was that, 
or what it was ? 

^; Was it thd addrefs that waspr6duced by Mr, Vaughan ? 

jf. I rather think it was,-— »Ther« was a report here, that Baxter 
who* was a delegate of the divifion, No. 16, was at the meeting 
at Shoreditch Church, that he oppofed the meetings and that he 
was Jaid hold df ; and that in conie^uence of that, feeing he 
could not refiil') he put his hand into bis pocket, .and pulled out 
many of the fociety's addrefles, and threw them with a good deal 
qf exultation among the people ailembled there, and he com* 
plained that he was very ill ufed, his coat tor% and he &x^^ 
ieveral times in the diurch*yard. 

^ What meeting viras that ? 

J, That was at Shoreditch Church* 

J^. What time are you got to now ? 

jf. The nth of December, 
, ^ Do you know what that meeting was ibr ? 

J. It was a meeting to fupport the Conftitution of the Coun« 

try* 
^ Now come to the X3th of December ? 
jf. The next meeting vi^as at Round-court^ in ^ Strand^ on 
the 13th of December} that was a meeting of the delegates. 
,.^. How many delegates were at that oieeting? 
, ^ Eighteen. 
J^ Was ^ plfoiwr there? 
; 4 Hq 



( as ) 

' A He was'diere. 

^. What paiTed at diat meeting? 

A. It was there reported diat the tnagiftrates were after Lit« 
tiejohn, and that he is now going to Scotland-^That has nodiing * 
at all to do with it, that is not of any cohfequence*— a Mr. Field 
Was chofen affiftant fecretary. — A motion from the divifion No. 4, 
diat a letter (hbuld be \erote to the Common Council of Lon- 
don, to be wrote by the fecretary, to whom it was referred.— 
Mr. Ridgeway was to publifli Mr. Margaret's letter to Ac 
Secretary of State, and the receipt from the the Poft Office y 
that receipt from die Poft Office was to be taken in my name^ 
and in Mr. Field, and Mr. Bell's names. 

J^ What letter are you now fpeaking of? 

A, Mr. Margarot's letter to Mr. Secretary Dunda^ 

Lord Chief Jufttce Eyrt. What was that about the receipt 
from the Poft Office ? 

A. \t vr2S direded diat the letter Ihould be carried to Ac 
Poft Office by myfelf, Mr. Field, and Mr. Bell. 

Lord Chief Jufttce Eyre. What letter was to be carried to 
the Poft Office. 

A. Mr. Margaret's letter to Mr. Secretary Dundas. 
* Mr. Bower. Were you to take a receipt there to fhew you 
had carried it there ? 

A. Yes ; if Mr. Bell had any objedion to have his name in 
die receipt, the receipt was then to be in die name of diree of 
die delegates of the London Correfponding Society* 

^ Is diat a copy of Mr. Margarot's letter to Mr. Dundas ? 
[Shewing it to the witnefs.) 

A. This is the letter. 

Lord Chief Jufttce Eyre. Where was Margarot at diat 
time? 

A. He was at this meeting. 

Mr. Bower. It was put into die General Poft Office, Aough 
die party was in London at the time ? 

Lord Chief Juftice Eyre. Is diat a common thii^ ? 

A. It was done at die requeft of Mr. Margm^t, diat the loci* 
tty mi^ be fiitisfie4 Aat diis letter was kali wAy diercfgre^ 

C 4 infto^ 
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inftcad of fending it down to Mr. Secretary .Dumlas*« O^ce, it 
was determined to put it into the General Poft Office^ and.tbej; 
there was no doubt but that it would go £ak. 

. (The Utter read.) 

" London, 4th December, l^q^^ 

« Na 10, High-ftreet, Marybooc 
« Sir, 
** Honoured with, and happy in the confidence of a number of 
« my countrymen, I have their requeft to tranfmit officically to 
^ his Majefty's Minifters, two addreffes joined in one, and con- 
*' taining together the reafons why we have aflbciated for a 
*^ Parliamentary Reform, and the legal and peaceable methods 
•* by which we hope to maintain it. 

^ So fan^lioncd, I muft alfo inform you that this letter, and 
^ thefe addrelTes, equally fpeak the fentiments of ibme thouiands 
^ of induftrious citizens, in this capital ; and of a far greater 
^ . number difpcrfed tliroughout the iiland, there not being a fin- 
" gle corner of it (Rotten Boroughs, excepted) but cries alou4 
** for Reform. 

" Coiifiding in the juftice of our claim, in the merits of our 
" peaceable demeanour, and our ready obedience to all the laws 
♦* of our country, we imagine ourfclves clear from all charge or 
** imputation of fedition, rebellion, confpiracy or treafon; and 
•* that in purfuing what no one can deny to be our rights wc 
•* are entitled to every protedion and fupport of Government— 
" I therefore, in behalf of my fellow citizens, this day call upon 
<* the King's Minifters to proted and uphold us in the purfuit 
♦* of our conflitutional rights ; and require, that in future, our 
" lawful and well regulated affemblics, may be no more diflurhed 
** or interrupted by the faucy interference of ufurped authmty, 
^ by men unnamed, working with threats upon the fears of un- 
** informed publicans, and boafting of 8£CR£T orders and 
« warrants — as though Britain vras fallen linder a Defpoflc 
<* Government, and liable t6 be ruled, not by laws, but by 
.^ prodam^tionsi and to be iubierviQn^.tQ.nunifterial dictates, 

^ written 
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^ written on a 4nim head, and proclaimed by the moulb of dl9 
^ cannon. 

^ Equally known by his aAivity as by his knowledge of 'die 
** laws, an honeft magiftrate, whOfe fpies had well informed him 
** of the nature of our meetings, has acknowledged that they 
^ were peaceably innocent, and constitutional, and further 
<^ admits the neceflity of a Reform: — at your hands. Sir, I 
*^ therefore, demand juftice and protection for the fociety againft 
** all ruffians, who, let loofe on the public, have dared, or fhall 
^ henceforward dare, like the fatellites of ancient fanguinary 
^ tyrants, aflume to themfelves the double office of making law» 
♦* and executing them. Certain that fuch an iniquitous fyftem 
** cannot originate in a Britifh Cabinet, we exclaim, may per- 
*^ dition light equally upon fuch vile mifcreants, and upon their 
♦*. employers ! 

'* Were we, according to the hackneyed cuftom, to recur t* 
« precedents, we fhould fay, that Mr. Pitt, and the Duke of 
<* Richmond have, themfelves, traced out the path v^hich wc 
** now purfue, that they themfelves have ailcrted the jights of 
" Britons, to a fair, equal, and adequate Reprefention in Pariia- 
•' ment — ^that they, themfelves, had invited us to aflbciate and 
^ difcufs our rights; and we might add, that in fo.doir^,jthejr 

*' fpoke, they ailed like honeft men they were not then i» 

^ office. 

" BiJt the Rights of the Peopk being ever the fame, fuch 
^ precedents and fuch fupporters are fuperfluous^ However, a» 
♦* things feei> through the medium of power, have a very differ 
^ f ent afpe^ froqi wbat they wore^ when thofe worthy gentlemea 
** w^re on the other fide of the queftion, it is npt altogether im- 
<< probable that feveritie^ may be had recQurfe to, to quell that 
** defire for reform which they, themfelves, have raifed* — >Should 
« that be the pafe, I beg it as a fevour, or rather, being in the 
" foremofl; rank, claim it as my right, that the attack may cpm- 
" mence upon me. Whenever extraordinary meafures may 
** be adopted, I earncftly yf'ittx to be the firft of the fociety in 
^ feeling die eiFe<3s of them, a^ ihall deem it not a proudt but 
A « an 



f a6 ) 

^ an honourable day, in whicb I (hall be called upon to plcsuf 
** the caufe of my fellow citizens againft oppreffion. 

^ Claiming proteflion, I have a right to your anfwer, either 
tt to refiife or to grant it-^n either cafe it (ball be made public—^ 
** as fhall alfo your filence, (hould you not attend to this letter, 
^ expreffing the requeft of many thou(and citizen^. Our 
^* country (hall then judge us both. 
«* I am. Sir, 

** Your very humble fervant,* 

« MAURICE MARGAROT, Chairman 

^ to the Committee of Delegates of the London 

« Correfponding Society, united with a view of 

** obtaining a thorough Parliamentary Reform, 

» The Honourable Henry D\indas, Secretary of State for the 

^ Home Department, &c, 

♦* Delivery at the General Poft Office. 
" Witneffed 5th December, 1792/* 
^ mmmm\\ 

S^ This was dire^ed to be printed \ 

A* Yes* 

S^ And this was one of the copies that were printed ? 

A. Yes ; a motion wa$ then made to recommend to the com- 
mittee to conAder the cafe of all members being profecuted, to 
be fupported by every divifion, and a committee was formed for 
that purpofe.-^Divifion, No. i, recommended, that it be repre- 
Ibnted to the public that confufion may be expefted, but that if 
riots enfue our focietie^ will aid the magiftrates, and that copies 
be lent to the magiftrates ; but take care that we fay that there 
is not the leaft difpofition appears of committing any riot, and 
Aat we will perfever« in a Parliamentary Reform. If the pro^ 
iecuted perfon is found not to have been rafli in words or in 
violence, a proper perfon to proted by the fociety, 

Ja9rd Chief Jujiici Byre. What was done upon this ? 

>^ I do not know Aat there was any thing done, there were 
fkiany things agitated in the committee. 

f^iri Chief Juftia Ejru This was a recommendation from 

. tht 
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^ diviflofl to Uie comtnitteo-^wbat did the committee do upon 
it? 

>/• It was approved of in the committee, but I do not xeccl* 
led: that there was ahy thing done by the cgnimittee inooiiie- 
quence of that recommendation. 

I^r/i Ghitf Juliet Eyre. Have you any memorandum of its 
leaving been approved ? 

A It was approved of, if it had not been approved I {houM 
have made a memorandum at the time. 

Lord Chief fuftice Eyre. You know if it was carried intd 
txe^ution there would have been copies to be fent to the magiC* 
fratet ; was diere any direction that copies (hould be fent to the 
magiftrates ? 

A. There was not. The delegate of Divifion, No. 2, defires 
to bring forward the cards in red print, and to be oval. 

One of the Jury. What are they f 

Mr. Bower. The new tickets. 

Lynam. Each member to give up his old ticket, or to be 
i^mitted again anew, paying up his quarterage, and to ^low n6 
member but what pays up to the quarter — ^to be binding to all 
die divifions*— not to be allowed tickets till the quarterage be 
paid up^^^-eceived two letters, one from Norwich, figned Cozens^ 
Secretary, &ying^ That there were meetings held there as well as 
at other places to fupport Government ; and Aey afk in that 
letter whether the London Corrcfponding Society (igned at tfaole 
meetings for the fupport of Government ; it was direded by 
}Ar. Margarot that this letter ihould not be taken notice of to 
^y of the divifions* 

^ Sign what ? 

A. Sign to the fupport of Government* 

l^ori Chief Jujlice Eyre. Was itrefolved that it (hould not 
be communicated to the different meetings. 

A It was updtt Margarot's propofitlon* Then there was a 
letter dated the 15* from Paifley, Aat they were willing to 
correfpond with us — twelve focieties formed in Auguft for s^ 
Parliamentary Reforlh, Then there was a letter from Edin-* 
t>ureh, of the iith of December, tg call a convention of all 

Scotland, 
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ficodand, to be of the fame opinion ; the title of Uiat fociety yna^ 
« The Friends of the People/' Archibald Eaft Hodge, prefU 
dent ; W* Reed, fecretary. 

Lard Chief Jujiia Eyri. \i this the fociety that wrot? the 
letter. » 

. JL Yesi it was recommended by federal delegates to corrcf- 
jpond with the Friends of the People, at Freemafon's Tavern^ 
Iheir letter faying, that they would be very glad to correfponi 
with therti as they are in the fame way oi Parliamentary Reform j 
iHCote by Margarot |o Mr* Stuart, No. 15, Frith-ftrect, Soho* 
The next is a divifion meeting, No, 33, Crown^ftreet, the 18A 
of December; nothing pafled there. The next meeting is d» 
5K>th of December, No. 31, Compton-ftreet, a meeting of del^ 
gates* 

Mr, Bower ^ How many attended? 

jf. Eighteen delegates met* 

^ Was the prifoner there ? 

/^kHc wasf two members deputed from the Conftitutiona! 
Whigs to know If die London Correfponding Society would 
addrefs the Friends of the People. Baxter recommended to 
lake his cafe into confideration, he being profecuted for his 
refinance at the meeting at Shoreditch Church. Divifion No. la, 
iiecommended to petition parliament before Mr. Grey brings 
ia his bill for a {Parliamentary Reform, 
• ^ Was Baxter fupported ? 

A^ He was not, but his matter wa$ brought forward after- 
wards ; enquiry was ipade, whether we correfponded with the. 
fbcieties formed at Ipfwich and at Woodbridge, the anfwer was, 
no. Mr. Martin recommended not to publifh any thing, the 
times won't do \ he fays that you cannot oppofe the Treafiiry. 
Thei^ -Baxter brought forward ^ motion from his Divifion, No. 
16, for the delegates to confult and tQ determine whether they^^ 
will iign the Cjown and Anchor addrefs-^— it was determined to 
be left to the difcretion of each individual,^but it was recommend- 
ed to avoid figning it if poi&ble. 

L^rd Chief Jujiia Eyre. Do you know what addrcfe that 
wasj 
" . ^- It 
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A, It was die fociety at which Mr. Reeves prefided. Then? 
Was an anfwer fent to Cozins of the Norwich fociety, by Mr. 
Margarot, that we will not fign any of the meetings, and defkcd 
them to find out fome way of communication ; they fent a re^ 
ply, that they had fent five guineas in order to have Mr. Fcnfs 
ipeech fent down by the Expedition. 

Mr. Erjktne. What fpeech ? 

j£ In the Houfe of Commons^ 

Mr^ Erjkine* Upon what otcafion ? 

jf. On a Parliamentary Reform, and to fend them by 'fe 
Expe^tion. They are to publifh fome hand bills, and fhew 
that they are not difheartened, and are determined not to* fign^mfc 
perfevere. Five hundred copies of Mr, Fox*s fpeech ; fifqr of 
Margarofs letter to Dundas; fifty of John Bull to Thomas 
£uU were fent down. A motion was made by Divifion i^ AaC 
each divifion prefent a ticket gratis, to any Ibldier that wHl be 
agreeable to enter, but caution them at the (ame time when liiejr 
were adraatted of the danger — this was not agreed upon, bitt 
referred for a week, 

Mr. Bower. Is diat of the fame date, die aoth of Decern* 
ber? 

J. Yes, A motion fi^m Divifian> No. 24^ TTiat it is the 
opinion of this fociety, that this (bciety do publifh our determi-^ 
nation, and our readineis to affift the magiftrates, and that we 
would perfevere in a Parliamentary Reform — agreed that Mar- 
garot do dra^v it up againft the next meedng. There came 
forward a petion from William Carter, who was emjrfoyed tci 
ftick thofe^ bills up, that he had loft a place of twelve fhillingsa 
week. 

^ Do any direftions appear to be given in c6nfeqtience of 
diat? 

J. He feys he was cc»ifined three days and two nights, but 
Martin fays only one day. 

Mr. Bower. You have omitted there fomething refpefting 
Carter, look back to your minute of the 20th of December ? • 

j1. No, I have not — it was referred for a month. Martin was 
^ployed, for the defence 'of William Carter, and there was a 

fiibfcription 
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fcibfcrlptiOn tiien made for that defence } at that time DivUiotli 
No. I2,fubfcribeda guinea and a half j No. 1 8, fifteen {hillingsf , 
No. II, five fbillings* There was an intimation at that tinft 
that Ridgeway wotdd publifh any thing the foclety fhould fend to 
him-^he mentioned the Duke of Richmond's letter^ and laid thi^ 
he would print that or any thing they fent. 

^ Information from whom f 

A. Some one of the delegates. Baxter's bufinefs was brought 
forward again ; Martin informed him that his r^cogni^K^ace was 
not entered at Hick's Hall } he was ordered to withdraw his re- 
cognisance himfelf, and then he could not be held himfdf zi^ti 
to bail in that a£Hon, but there was not any thing done in that| 
it was then iaid diat Mr. Fox had gone as far as we c^i expe^ 
but we do not Icok upon him to be more honefl than others, and 
thiiik he has been forced to avow himfelf fo ftrongly in the houfett 
and it is neceilary to have a head. 

J^ Neceilary to have a head for what ? 

A^ To the plan that was carrying on-*— it alluded to the 
whole. 

Mr. Erjkint% Have you any note of that laft obfervation— 
who made the laft obfervation f 

A Margarot. Gay, a printer, belongs to the fociety, but he 
denies it ; he employed William Carter to ftick up the large 
bills in the morning, inftead of the evening, which was the 
reafon why he was taken up*— this was reported at that time by 
Martin. The next is N0.31, Compton-ftreet, ayth of Decern** 
ber, a meeting of delegates. 

^. Was the prifoner prefent ? 

A, He was prefent. It was then recommended that cadi de- 
legate take the opinion of each divifion of the propriety of ad- 
mitting foldiers, and upon what tenns. 

Om of the Jury. Was this a meeting of delegates ? 

A. Yes — The next meeting was a meeting of delegates^^Noi 
31, Compton-ftreet, on the 3d of January, 1793: Margarot, 
chofeprefidents Hardy, fecrietary j Field, fub-fecretary. 

^ Was any Aing done there I 

A. It was propofed that each member ihould pay a pennf 
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each ntghtif he introduced a vifitor, to pay at the dirinoiv he 
attends, isnd then to be difcharged, paying at hit own diTifioit 
Mr, Durant) a ftranger, acquainted us of Thomibn's dUtr^fs. 

^ Who was Thomfon ? 

j/. A man that lived by Coventry-ftreety I forget die namfe 
of the place j he was gone off to France at diat time, I think. 

J^ His diftrefs upon what occafion ? 

A, The wife's diftrefs, in confbquence of his being obliged to 
leave London, being one belonging to this foeiety, a very vi<rient 
man, and he was therefore fought after $ it was reprefented tkdc 
the rent was not paid, and that flie 'was quite diftr^lcd with 
three children, Thomfon gone to France, the rent owing, nine 
guineas — Mn Harvey, an attorney of the Temple, her friencUL 
Sixteen delegates met, and c6)le<^ed in the whole I2S. 6d, for 
her, and rt was to be recommended to each divifion, bat as a 
body they do not affift any body — There was a motion came 
forward then, for a declaration to die public, but objefted to by 
two divrfions, faying, power fupercedes the laws, or, as it fuitt 
them, leaves thofe laws dormant — rather have a Conftitudoa 
without a King than a King without a Conftitud(Mi» 

^ A declaration of what ? 
• J. I have not got it down here, and I do not recoiled: what it 
was ; it was fome declaradon to the public — rather have a Con^ 
ftitudon without a King than a King without a Conftitudon :— 
This we lay, if reduced to be republicans. 

Lord Chief Jujlice Eyre. Who propofed to publiih that 
declaradon ? 

A This was a matter that was brought forward by fome one of 
the delegates at the meeting, upon every thing of that fort dxil 
was propofed^ the opinion was taken of every delegate, one after 
another, and in the courfe of taking diat opinion, there were; twa 
of the divifions, or two of thofe delegates, that objeAed to it 

Lord Chief Juftke Eyre. Did that ftop It f 

^•T do not think any thing was done in it* . 

Lord Chiefjujiice Eyre. Was it according to die (Courfe of- 
die bufinefs, that if two divifions objetftedj the meafor^ ivas 
ficqpped for the time ? 

2 A N<^ 
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: A Ko, only by the majority-^-Mr. Margarot then reported 
.^t we had had no letters for two months, except one he had 
received that day, but the feal was opened and it was fealed again; 
it was then mentioned there were five delegates from the Roman 
Catholics, that they were of the fame meaning with us, and it was 
agreed to try and fee if we could not fettle a correfpondence with 
them. 
, Mr • Bower. Five delegates prefent that day ? 

M No — it was reported that they were in London, Irifli 
Soman Catholics. 
; J^ Delegates from Ireland ? 

A. Yes, then m London^— The next is a meeting of the divi- 
£on No. 23, January 8 ; I have it down here, that the deda- 
lation, which is, I fuppofe, the declaration mentioned before $ 
ihat divifion met; at No. 33, Crown-ftreet, Moorfields. 

^ Was the prifoner there ? 

J. No ; I have got down here, that the declaration ; it is the 
cpinion of this divifion that it ihould be rejedled— *it was agreed^ 
likewife, not to addrefs the King at all. 

^ Is that, a declaration of the principles of the ibciety ? 

jf. The declaration mentioned in the laft meeting, I cannot 
tell what it was ; it was faid that Mr. Grey would not bring for- 
ward his motion for a Reform, unlefs petitions were fent to Par- 
liament; agreed to petition Parliament by all means, and not to 
addrefs them. 

Mr. Erjkine. Repeat that. 

vf. Unlefe the feveral focieties petitioned. 

Lord Chief Jujiice Ejre. And they agreed to petition by all 
means? 

4. Yes— The next is a meeting of the loth of January 179J, 
at No. 31, Old Compton-ftreet^ feventeen delegates attended 
the declaration was ordered to lie upon the table; then it wJ. 
agreed upon, that no written papers fliould come to a meeting of 
delegates but by a delegate, or through the treafurer or fccrctary 5 
carried unanimoufly. 

Mr, Bower, Was Mr. Hardy there I 

J. Yes I I do not remember Hardy being obfcat ont iiight^ 
'' - Mr, 
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Mf> Maigttot dam lepotted^ dat the eouniry cou r f|wi M l ri n » Jd 
nocflunew 

J^ Wlut da joa mean bj flunii^ ? 

^ Tint diexe wac but very few kllcis He igp o iteJ dot 
he IimI ioit a Icittf to dK Frienik of die FScopk at Frce^^ 
jTavcni y die anfiper was lead on die I5di of Decxswicry aooepc* 
mg Qv cxKic^Qodencc^ dnt a Rffann by pennrexaooe wiU b^ 
obtained. 

j^ That is die anfwer from Free-Mafbos Tarem ? 

jL I cs y and diat diej icwcicd dae CiMlliimiOii far iHuicoing 
pcnons and propertj) and irrnif y inBiig as to be cairM not to 
mix (omffk poLdcs widi booae poGocs, and tn avoid 
conc^KnMkncc^ b j wiucb meaiS fhew w«dd yizM X M, die i 
tmon of krcBcis, and wodbd pcore dtaC wc; ate 
dined; figned, D. Stuait, Iccrctaij, No. 52, C^tm-CnxS^ 
Dean-ftreet: It was tiien inniitird dbat dbis fbdeef nefcr kd 
l>roii^[it ferw2ffd tfacn pcincpleSy and it W3S mttsoBtBoi not 93 
cond^xind wididnn; Mr. ficfl, cneof ikedeiegaBe% incaafe> 
^pencc of d^rcnudb dbat were node npon dbis IsCEir^ andedki^ 
cbfenatian: — Ont s6dedb eo Uii riimiriiii of FoBCs^ F^**^ 
dsat we mean dBcirlzws Iktc^ 

id n ti wfrMTT of dc oaeacEuctee opoiK it? 

j£ bwos notob{ciAcdt&; it was appeovvdbf all dKAKCiuig, 

j^ Rirnnift^wtoagrattyperfcapccfentiii^ 



JL Mr. Maigatot f^ n»dQnbc; bntdBueWttSMftnqrMf 

dfeAatobpsaedtait, k paScd wixiite£kncafint of dbefldi 
oa fine qbdebit. 

^. IXI Mr. Margacoc %- asj Aiog dfe s 
Ae codAbS of c6e fiade!^ ? 

i£ Aft dbat tune cbej were oxxder n g^oddbA 
boK J Mwbrf Bi t&esr meecui^y anda wAdialoa Wflf|rm 
bad bcm beli boih thexh and a(i 
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A Not partScxiIarly j it was cibferved by fone one of the deTtf* 
gates, that Mr. Pittas plan to add a hundred members to the Houfe 
ef Commons would not do, for Aat womld ftill give them more 
advantage, and keep us from a proper Reform > Mr. Gerald then 
Aid, he knew a perfon of the name of Ddon^ who was fecretarjv 
and one of tint Iri(h delegates too^ and that he was gone oflF tor 
Ireland; ^t he knows hk addrefe j^ he explained to him our' 
rndeavours^ of which he approved, and he propofed to correfpond 
with him y he iaid the Catholics had fucceeded entirely ; Bell 
had a friend that he knew, whofe name was DevereuK,.one of the 
delegates, and he agreed to c(»:fefpond by the poft — however^ 
that was £dd to be dangerous^ as no letters go through the poft^ 
effiGe~That it the indole of that meeting.r The next is the 
14th of January at Mr. Hardy's— Mr. Hardy had fent fifty of 
•ur addrefles, and twelve of Keirfent's ipeeches. 

^. Kdriant's Speech vfbsre i 

A. In the French Convention. 

j^. Who told you Mr. Hardy had lent them ? 

A. He faid himjfelf that he had ient fifty of pur addrefles^ an^ 
twelve of Keirfent*s fpeech in die French Convention^ to difv 
fcrent correipondents in the countryr 

J^ When you ^eak of addrefles, what do you mean ? 

A* I mean of the original addrefs of the fociety. 

L^rd Chief Juftice Eyre. This was a converfation at itffi 
friibher's* 

A* Yes, I called upon him ; this I had from him at his owii^ 
hpttfe in converfiitionr The next is a meeting of dekgates on 
die 17^1 of January. 

^ How many attended ? 

A. I fiincy I (hall come to it afterwardsr 

^ Where was that meeting ? 

A^ At No. ji, Compton-ftreet ;^ it was ften reported, thaf 
nineteen of die divificms were kept up at that time? it was them- 
agreed upon to debatey and to confider whedier or no the age of 
eighteen or twenty-one was the moft proper age for allowing of 
▼odng for a membo: W Parliament, and one reaibn given why 
eighteen was the proper time of life to have a vote, vi^s, it waaf 
5 men-. 
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mentioned that they were liable at the age of eighteen to be inllitia^ 
men — A motion was made by the Delegate of Divifion x8, to ap- 
point a committee and report Carter's cafe, and his fonily, and 
of the money neceflary for their fupport; Divifion No. 1 2 re- 
commended to confider of a public meeting to difcufs a Parlia- 
mentary Reform, but that was referred back again ; die Delegate 
of No. 15 recommended the Society*s addreiles t6 be given, five to 
each member, for the purpofe of delivering diem out to the 
public ; the Delegate of Divifion No. 4, made a motion, diat the' 
thanks of this Society be conveyed to die Mayor of GlafgoW^ 
a Society at Durham, and a Society at Dundee, for uniting with 
us in our intentions, and that it be recommended to Correfpond 
with them ; fixteen Delegates met ; a peddon from Carter pre* 
Rented — ^he is fentenced to fix mondis imprifonment, to pay 
a fine, and find furedes ; it was a remark of Margarot*S9 
that it was fuppofed it would be for life; a committee ap« 
pointed to enquu-e into die expence of his defence, and tht 
manner in which it had been condu<£led by Martin ; a modon 
then was made, for all the Delegates to mdet every Saturday 
evening for public converfadon, paying a-penny each for die 
room—agreed to, and to be when Carter's bufinefs is done ; this 
public converfadon was to difcufs politics for the purpofe of 
informing themfelves of die fituation of the dien times, and 
what fteps were purfued in the Houfe of Commons. The next 
is^ January die 17th. — A letter from Norwich, that diey admired 
our fpirited conduft very much — that they wrote to Mr. Grey 
on the ildi inftant, and to the Friends of the People — ^the* 
Friends of the People propofe a mild Reformation — diey want to 
know if they are Friends — that the Societies are.numerous, and 
in the country the magiftrates prevent their increafe; figncd, 
Blake, — that is, the letter received was figned Blake: — 
Benjamin Hobhoufe, Efq. at Badi, had fonned a Society 
agreeable to ours; he advifed us to point out a convey- 
ance, and he would inform us how they went on— it was agreed 
to fend a letter by the poft — if it was not anfwered, then to fend 
to a Mr. Richards, bookfeller, at Bath ; dien it was recom- 
mended to correfpond with the Societies at Norwich, through the 
means of the Bell Society. 

D 2 ^\^^t 
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^ . ^ What is the Bell Society ? 

-//. Some Society, I believe it was at Norwich : — January 24tb9 
No. 31, Compton-ftreet, there were two gentlemen came with a 
petition, which was drawn up, as it was fuppofed, by Mr. 
Harvey of the Temple—one of them was a Delegate, who for- 
pierly had been Delegate for No. 1 1, faying, Mr. Thompfon's 
houfe had been fearched in the dead of the night — Mrs. Thomp- 
fon relies upon our fupport, as promifed — it was then determined 
tiiat no fuch promife ever had been made to her— -(he wanted 
^ffiftance to go to France — Hardy faid, he had given her 
2I. iss. 6d. on the 5th inftant, and then (he thanked him — Martin 
throught it fhould be rejefted, but it vtras agreed to — Martin 
dien reported, that he had an ex-oiEcio from the Attorney- 
General, and he might be as much an objefl of the fupport of the 
Delegates, and of the Divifions, as flie ; upon Martin's exa- 
mination, he drew up a long brief, and fhewed it to Mr. 
Vaughan, who had no objedlion to defend it — afterwards he faid 
it was indelicate to defend it, it being his own writing, and 
he wiihed it not to be known — it was recommended to apply t6 
1^, Erikine, but he declined it — then Mr. Garrow was applied 
to, he was found averfe — then it was recommended to Mr. 
Fielding, he declined it — then Mr. Warren undertook it~ 
Martin faid^ that Grant was the fole caufe of Carter's punifh-* 
9ient, he had got the manufcript of the bill, and he declined 
looking for it — Martin wanted to fee it deftroyed^-^it was then 
determined that Field, die fub-fecretary, fhould apply to Grant, 
and if he did not give it up, that he fhould be expelled the Society, 
and then he would be expelled as our honorary viiitor at the 
Crown and Anchor-Tavern. 

Lord Chief Jujltce Eyre. What manufcript is that? 

A. The manufcript of the bill, which was fluck up by this 
Carter, which he was imprifoned for : It was mentioned then 
that Littlejohn, likewife, was an hononary member, and that he 
would alfo be expelled ; Martin then faid, that he had feen Carter, 
who faid that he had got in his pocket that which would do for Ac 
Delegates — ^It was then determined that he fhould not receive his 
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guinea a week after this unlefs he alked pardon, and the manu- 
fcript was given up by Grant. 

Mr. Bower. Who fhould not receive a guinea a week? 

A Carter (hould not receive a guinea a week which he was' 
allowed by the fociety. Motion from Divifion 1 6, to addrefs 
a letter to the Friends of the Liberty of the Prefs, for their exer- 
tion at the ,Crown and Anchor, the fame people as met there un-* 
der Conftitutional Information. A letter from Norwich to be 
anfwered, but it was not read. A letter from Richter, iaying he 
dare not attend us, but that we may depend upon his being z 
friend : he carried the addrefs to Grant. The Delegates are to 
meet next Thurfday No. 8, Queen-ftreet, Seven-dials. The 
Delegate of the Divifion (I think No. 5) is going to France, and 
he has got fome cojjies of T. Palne's works j he received a letter 
on Tuefday night from a friend at twelve o'clock, faying, a hint 
to the wife, you will all be taken up, 

^ Was Hardy prefent ? 

A Yes. The next is a meeting of Delegates on the 31ft of 
January. A motion brought forward by the Delegate of Divifion' 
No. 16, which was Baxter^ wiihixig that fix-pence may be paid 
only to the fociety, and the other feven-pence to go towards the 
expence of their room, it was agreed that diis might be a very 
proper meafure to be adopted for poor Divifions; it was particu-' 
larly remarked that at that time the people round Spitalfields 
%ere exceedingly numerous, and fuppofing that they fhould 
come to any open refiftance thefe were Divifions that ought parti- ^ 
cularly to be encouraged. 

Mr. Bower. Repeat that flow. 

^ A motion was brought forvjrard by the Delegate for No. 16,' 
B^ter, wiihing that fix-pence (a quarter, it fliould be) may be 
paid only to the fociety, and the other feven-pence that was paid,' 
to go towards the expence of their room ; it was agreed that 
diough this might be very proper in all poor Divifions, it was re- 
niarkedatthat time, and it was afTented toby die whole meeting^ 
of Delegates, that fuppofing there Ihould beanoppofition,ortha( 
|hq two parties in £id fhould come to an open declaration, an open 
rup^e, ^t it wa3 abfolutely heceflary togiveencouragemenrto 
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file Divifions meeting in Spitalfield$,for that they In general were 
very poor, and very numerous, and it was very neceflary to keejf 
them together. There was a good deal of converfation upon the; 
jieceffity, and the propriety of it. 

J^. Have you all that in your minutes ? 

A. It is fropi recolle^ion that I fpeak this — ^but this is the 
meaning of what was agreed upon by all the Delegates that met at 
that time, but it was particularly firft of all mentioned by Bascter. 

Lord Chief yujlice Eyre. How much of it have you a minute 
of?' ■ ' ' " * ■■ ^'" 

A. I have got no further than that it was agreed by the Pelegate$ 
that diis might be very well in poor Divifions, the other is recollec- 
tion which I remember perfectly well 5 1 have made a remark be- 
fore of tliefe Divifions, that they encreafe fo faft, that they were well 
fatisfied that, in thelc'diyifions alone^ very fhortly tfiey would have as 
many in number as there were in number in all the other Divifions 
ibefides. A motion was made by the Delegate of Diyifion No^ 7, 
ihat Mn Law's letter to Mr, Reeves, giving his reafon for with- 
drawing himfelf from them, be publifhed to fhew the Infamy of 
tjicir prbpeedings^ that the fcciety was felling away very faft j but 
this motion was rejected, and inftead of tliat, to publifh extra£ts from 
^* the war, or who pays the reckoning," deferred the feleftion for 
one week. Our letters to the Friends of the People, are direft^d 
to Mr. Byng, Chairman of the Committee;, they have direfted their 
iSecretary to anfwer it-*^eir anfwer is to keep from foreign ppn 
litics, to keep good order, and by petition we may fucceed. 

One ofthi Jury, Who is that ifrom?' 

A This is only giving an account to whom 9ur letjiers wer^ 
direSed when they corr^fponded with tiie Friends of the People, 
there is an anfwer at this time wherein it advifes us to keep frcwu 
all foreign politics, to^keep good order, and by petition we may 
^cceef^ Ais was anfwered'by Maurice Margarot, fayipg wg 
inean to proceed orderly, but you' are not explidt. 

J§^. Did. Margarot f^y any things niake zny obfcrvatioa ^^ (Q 
t^e. Committee of Delegates? * * ' * 
• A. Yes. ^ ' ' 

I^ori Chief Juftice £jre. Does your jninujc giupcjt tliaC 
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IKat reply was produced a,t this meeting of delegates, jChat vas 
j3roduced upon that day i 

A. I will iiot be confident of that> 

Jaord Chief Juftke Eyre^ Go throvgh your ^linute and fee 
V^hat it isrf 

J, It was ^wered by Maurice Margarot, fityi^g we m^an to 
jproceed orderly, but you are not explicit^ 

Mr. Brjkine. Po you meaii anfwered in writing? 

ut. In writings there were feyeral letters that were wrote by 
Margarot himfelf wiliiout being Aiewn to the I^elegstfes, and after 
jhe had wrote them, whex^ he ^(came I9 the xneeting of Delegates he 
reported thaj^ he ha^ wrote fuch a letter^ and he gave the heads of 
/iich letter^ He faid to that foci^ty^ but you are not explidt, and 
Jie r€}ciuefted that they would be more particular ; your concufr 
jrence will a$ft us^ but we want to know how far ypu mean to 
go in the defign j then a remark was made that we are very appro*- 
henfive pf creating a breij^ct between them, as is ^e cafe between 
them and the Cpnftitutional Society ^ there was a good deal of 
conyerfatjon ;n confequence of tba( lettter, that the Society 
pf the Friends of the People did Wt go fo j&r in dicir idea as 
the London Corresponding Society, and the Conftitutional 
Society did, for all along it was held as an invariable idea that 
jpyentually it muft come to a ftruggje. 

f^ord Chief Jujiice Eyu^ You are ftot fpeaking now from % 
|ninute« 

^. From my recoUeftion pf wha^ was often repeatedr 
. Mr. Better. Dp yow recoUeft M^garpt faying any thing 
^er thii reply that he had fcnjt p the Friends of the People ? 

A* Alargarot ftated that there was a dif^nipn between th9 
Cofiftitutipn^ Society and Ae Societjr pf the Frjends of th^ 
people s but J cannpt fay I recoljeft exa£Uy y^hat was the reafoa 
^ it,,^There were thirteen Delegates me$ that nightr-^A Jettct 
j&-om Skeflkld of the j^th of Jannary, J793, figned Davi4 
Martin Preffdent, Hforfefell Secretary, recommending a com-^ 
municatipn with all the Societies in the kingdom, to form a 
Conftitutipnal Meeting, and al} to agree upon the fame thing-*^ 
afljed hiw f^ yfP «wa to procejpd at this tin^— *A refomi 
• P 4. ' nugatoryi 
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ttugatorjr, unlefs univcrfel right is eftabliflied, and they advift- 
a general petition to the Houfe of Commons, on the prefent 
inadequate Reprefentation— ^they want to know if the Friends of 
the People are true friends — Margarot fays we are getting on 
too feft again, and that Petition was not the mode, 

^ Was that an obfervation he then made, or your own 
obfervation to the Delegates, 

J. His obfervation to the Delegate$.---Margarot faid, Pe- 
tition was not the mode; but at the fame time it was agreed 
Tipon by him and the reft of the Delegates, that petitions iboiild 
be prefented for the fake of keeping the public mind agitated 
^th a reform. It was then recommended that all the Divifions 
fliould go to No. 52, in Frithrftreet, and fign the Addrefe of the 
Friends of the Liberty of the Prefs ; — that is, every Delegate 
was to recommend it to his Divifion, at the next meeting. — In 
the courfe of the meeting, Margarot made a remark, that our 
Addrefs to Mr. Reeves was not liable tp any punilhrtient, or he 
and Mr, Hardy would have been taken up. Margarot faid, he 
meant to invite Sir Sampfon Wright to his Divifion, or any one 
that he might fend to the Divifions, to ihew the legality of them ; 
that is, the whole of that Meeting of Delegates. The next that 
I have is only reports at the Divifions inade by Members at dif- 
ferent times. — On the Sthof February, in Crown-ftreetj thit 

Lord Chief Jujlice Eyre. Did you attend no longer as a De- 
legate ? 

A, Yes J this is a Meeting of the JJivifion No. 23. — Bam- 
bridge read a minute that there are fixty friends to the caufej 
who decline at prefent meeting the Society ; but they are good 
friends, and fincerely wifh them fuccefs; and fome of diem fey^ 
if they want money, they are ready t6 contribute. — He fay% 
there are certain religious focieties in the kingdom, almoft in 
tvery town, whofe fentiments lead them ftriftiy to republicanifin; 
they are numerous in Birmingham,, Leeds, Liverpool, Briftol» 
Manchefter, Hull, Derb]H(hiFe, and particularly in London. The 
Society in London are juft now beginning to organize them* 
^ves agreeable to the principles pf Fraaoe-*«-their meetings are 

^(ondajll 
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'Mondays and Thurfdays. — It was then faid that Tom Paine's 
Works had been publiflied in Sweden* — The next meeting 
vras on the 7th of February:, of Delegates, No. 8, in Qjieen- 
ftreet. Seven Dials. 

^. Was the prifon^r there ? 

A. He was. — At this meeting it was propofed that die fur- 
plus of the quarterage of the different Divifions, if there fhould 
be any, fhould go towards paying the deficiency of Baxter'is 
Divifion, No. 16, iox their room. We muft preferve the Di- 
iniions No. 25 and 16, being poor, they will be of great fervice 
if we go to war.— This was an obfervation from Mai^arot at 
that time. 

^ No. 25, and No. 16, were, I underftand, the Spitalfields 
Divifions ? 

A. They arc the two Spitalfields Divifions. 

hord Chief Ju/iice Eyre. Was tiie expreffion war? 

A Yes. 

herd Chhfjulike Eyre* Was there any explanation givoi 

of that expreffion ? 

A. The explanation that was given was this — it was under- 
ftoo d - 

•l^rd Chief Jujlice Eyre. . I did not afk how you underftood 
it, but whether there was any explanation a£tually given 14 
words, at that time, by any body, of what was meant by war ? 

.v/. That the Country would rife againfl the prefemt Go^ 
vernme^t 
. fi^. Bower. Who feid Aat ? 

A» Margarot. 

J^ Did Margarot fay that the Country would rife againft the 
prcfent Government, or did he ufe (he word war^ and you under-* 
^ood that he meajit by that, rifing againfl the Government of 
Ifae country i 

A. He made ufe of the te^rm war. 

J^ And you underftood he meant that? 

A. Yes ; and it was mendoned by feveral of the Delegates, 
tbat it was evcjotuaUy exp^^^sd th^ ther? would certainly b^ 
# tify% ia ^e ^onnttv, 
m ^^ Wa§ 
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J^. Was there any converia,tion of that kind at the limf ivbelt 
■Margarot made ufe of that expreffion ? 

J Yes5 it was taken i;ip j^ fpoke to by (ey^ral of the Dek^ 
^ates that night. 

Mr. J£rjkine. Have you any note qf this ? 

A. I have not^ but I remember it perfe&ly, — A letter ient to 
jBath has been gone fourteen days^ ^d no anfwer^-<-No letteif 
^ceived this ^veek^-rr A Sheffield letter of the i6di of Janoar]iy 
.^793, by ofder of the Society forConftitutioijaJ Ipformsrtiany 
/conveyed |to ^1 Societies^ they req^eft to know how &r they 
meaiji to go-r-it is their opinion that we fl^ould be of one Of^imQil 
to petition Parliament this feafon — it will give ^rengdi to the 
|Cau(e.-rrTbe jreftoration of Jhe right of ele^n not to be \inder 
twentyrone. — by doing this we (hall kno^ how far we can fiipe> 
port Mr. Grey's motion this fea(bnrr-np Jime tQ be h^ftrr-Hardy 
jpropoies a Dekgate from ead> Pivifipn cf fhe Society, to agree 
how to proceed — Mr, Fox has laid in the Houfe, .die People 
^viB a right tp alfer the Govemnrent lyhen they pleafer-Ae 
Scotch have done it, aijd the Irifli.— ^The London Correfpondin| 
Society was firft formed to fend a Delegate to all ^ other 
^Societies, to determine jthe beft way of reform. 

Lord Chief Jujiice Eyre^ You (aid that Hardy propoied ^ 
Pelegate from each Divifion. 

>/. That is, to agree how to proceed j that is another fhing— t 
pcxt follows Mr. Fox's gbferyation in the Hpufe of Commons, 

Mr^ Bower. Who ftajtes that obferyation of Mr. Foil's ? 

A I do not know 5 it was obferyod ; and the fame with regar4 
fo this^ I dp not take upon me to fay who particularly faid this. 

^ What is meant by firft formed P-r-^is it defcriptiye of what 
was the intention of Ae Society when iirft formed i or what i% 
^e meaning of it ? 

/f. It is fimply ail obfervation thaf was ma4e from one of thci 
Delegates, faying, that the principles of the Society firft of all— -? 
fhe intention, was, for a reform in Parliament. — The Friends of 
the People in the Borough yet exift ; and it was determined tq 
pommunicate our letters to them an4 .al|' other Societies, anc) 

. enquire 
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Itaquire their mtei^ons,, — It was . thea agreed that ^ circular 
letter fliould be fent to all the Societies in London, to meet twQ 
or three from each, and come to fome determinatipn — -The 
queftion to be debated at each DLyifion, ^as^ Wh^t is jthe beft 
way of proceeding ? — This is to be done by advertifement in 
Saturday, Sunday, and Mgnday's papers, that it wil} be difciffled 
ihe next night at each Divifion, and that there are to be ftx 
advertifements— -Fifteen Delegates met---It was then determine4 
to write to Sheffield^ and to inform them that y/e will anfwer 
them very Ihortly, hpw we mean to proceed,^— The next is the 
Jifth of Fd>ruary, ^793, Diyifign No. 12, met ^t Mr. God? 
frey's, an Attorney, in Fore-ftreet, and chofe him for Delegate j 
but we rejeSed him, being Lord Geprge Gordon's Atjprney^ 
jmd agreed to rejeft all connefled with him, 

^ Why did they rejefl him on that account ? 

jfp They wer^ determined tq haye nothing at all to do witb 
;uiy perion that had ai?y cpnned^ion with Lord George Gordon | 
smd the Diyifion No, I2, had a perfon of the name of Watfon^ 
jTuppofed to be Secretary to Lord George. Gordon, that attended 
ftiemi and it was intimated that Lord George Gordon wa3 by 
fome means acquainted with what was going on j that he made 
)ife of this Watfqn by way of bringing forward different things j 
jhey conceived he would be very troublefome, and that if his 
name was conne6led with the Correfponding Society, it woul4 
niake theqoi difreipedlful in the eyes of the public j they then re- 
je<Sted him. — Diviflpn No. 1 2 to n>eet next Wednefday evening, 
at the Crown in JTevJfgate-ftreet j but if refufed at the Crown, 
to go to Robins's Coffee-houfe in Shire-lane, who would take in 
juiy of the Divifions. — To be confidered next meeting, whether 
you petition Parliament-— that wil} engage the public attentior^ 
for the prefent. 

Lord Chief ^ujllce Eyre. Does it appear whether there wa^ 
^y Delegate chofcn, or not ? 

A. There was no further proceeding upon this, than juft re- 
jnarking, that it would be neceffary to come to a determination 
9t the next meeting of Delegates^ whether it was agreeable tq 

"" thQ 
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the different Divifions to petition Parliament — This was a 
meeeting of the Delegates, 

Lord Chief Jufiice Eyre. Who was Godfrey rejefled by ? — 
by the Delegates, or by his own Divifion ? 

A. By the Delegates. — Agreed to demand a conference with 
the Conititutional Society — they are drawing up the ftate of the 
Reprefentation, and are going as for as us. — The Friends of the 
People don't go fo far. — The Borough Society don't go fo £ur.~ 
The Holbom Society fay they are for republicanifin. 

Mr. Bower. What is become of the Holbom Society ? 

A It is broke up ; and the greateft part of the members have 
joined the Correfponding Society fince. — The Aldgate Society 
is now called the Bother'em Society — that Society is fince 
brcJce up.— -There are about fix Societies in London to confer 
■with. — The Friends of the People have not yet anfwered oiir 
letter. — A letter fent to the Conftitutional Whigs at Sheffield, 
feying, we are about a general conference, and fliall write to 
ftem. — TTiere are two Societies at Norwich united — the Coii'* 
ftitutional Society wrote them to continue, and affured them wc 

are firm, and mean to coUeft the general opinion. Three 

queftions for confideration in the Divifions, whether tKey fliall 
petition the King, or the Parliament, pr <pall a Convention. 

SI* Was that contained in your letter to the Society at 
Norwich. 

• A. This is what vras agreed by the Meeting of the Delegates, 
to be fent by e^ch Delegate to each Divifion, to confider what 
they fhould do at that time ; and it is ftated as three queftions — 
firft of all, whether you will petition the King, or wh .ther you 
will petition the Parliament, or whether you will caH a Coin-^ 
vention, to be fubmitted to the Delegates. It was remarked that 
it might be as well to decline coming to any refolution till the 
whole nation are agreed. — Then Margarot fays, neither pe- 
tition nor remonftrate, it would be uncpnftitutionaU— that 
finifhes his obfervation. — Then it is reported that the Aldgntc 
Society had thanked Mr. Fox for his fpeech, faying that die 
People may alter the Conftitution without giving their reafons for 

it--^ 
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U — that is the Society that were got togedier, and called the 
Bothcr'em Society. — The next is a meeting of Divifion No. 23, 
on the 19th of February, in Crown-ftreet — It was agitated there, 
upon the queftion, which was the right age for eledUon, eighteen 
or twenty-one — there was a great difference of opinion in the 
meeting— -one was for eighteen years, ten for twenty-one, and 
one for neither, unlefs houfeholders. — Printed copies of the Pe- 
tition to Parliament to be diftributed amongft the public — that 
means that they had come to a determination to petition Parlia^ 
ment, not to petition the King, nor to call a Convention. — Field 
met the Divifion No. 12, at the Crown in Newgate-ftrect— 
diey were refufed meeting — they then went to Godfrey's, and 
re-chofe him a Delegate. — I do not know whether I have mcor 
tioned that this was a Delegate Meeting, on tiie 21ft of Fe- 
bruary, at No. 31, Compton-ftreet — this laft matter Godfrey re- 
jcded — ^being re-chofe, he infifting on his right of being Dele- 
gate, and infifting upon ftaying in the room, there was no other 
way of getting rid of him but by adjourning to No. 57, Charles* 
ftrect, to meet on the Saturday evening. — It was reported that a 
great number of Delegates were in town from Scotiand, upon 
a reform. — A letter from Southampton, approving of the piaa» 
and wajSit our addrefles to form a Society, and wanted us to 
correfpond with them, — A letter to be fent to them by Divifion 
No. 28. — The Conftitutional Society have adjourned till die 
iSdi of March, fuppofed to fee what Mr. Grey does in Parlia- 
.fnent.*— Agreed to write to all the Societies, both in town and 
coimtry, to fend a petition to Parliament — no time to be loft-^ 
ours to be drawn up immediately ^ and we are certain that twenty 
AoUfand will fign it-^-if they are all reje£led, write to them to 
continue ; and then will be the time for all to unite, and to pe« 
tftion the King.'^-niiis is a report likevrife — ^that the Friends of 
ihe People approve of Mr. Grey's remonftrance — it is a leading 
feature. — Reported that the ferious ftoppages from the Bank's 
Uplufing to difcount, will affift the caufe, from the failures which 
jnuft follow. 

Afr. Erjkine. Is that a report, or what fomebody faid ? 

A> I tnentipned il as a rc;poit-<^it was report by onp of the 

Dele- 
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Delegates, at the Meeting of Delegates-— not that it came frodi 
any of the Divifions.- — A letter was read from Tw Farley, Efij; 
upon flic illegality of imprifonment for debt, faying, he had beeii 
five years writing a treatife on it ', and he wants us to fubfcriSe 
to it---it was agreed that we cotild not give him that fupport 
tihat we fuppofed that he wanted ; but, however, extraSs mi^t* 
be made from that book, io as to be fervi6eable.— A letter from 
Ac Friends of the People, dated I5tii of February, in anfwer tar ' 
ours of the ift of February, figned by E^ Jeremiah Carter, ChairJ 
man, faying, Irery foon their plan woidd come forward to reform" 
9II the abufes exifting* — Mr. Reeves's Society is unconfti-*" 
tutional, their Society is to create an organ to fpeak to die. 
Legiflature— '-they will not give up tiieir power of a£Eion to an/ 
Society-— but they fay the time of aftion may not? be very 
diftant — this is a letter from the Friends of Ac People^ 

3fr. Bower 4 Where at? 

A I rather think it is from fome country correfpondence— «* 
I have not got down whence it comes— -it is figned E.Jeremialj 
Carter, Chairman* 

^ How is it introduced in your QJigate I ^ coming ^QOt 
whom ? 

J. A letter brought and read* 

^ Where did it come from ? 

J, From the Friends of the People, figned E. Jeremiah Car- 
ter, dated 15th February, in anfwer to ours of the ift of Fc-; 
bruary. 

Mr. Bower. We have read the letter— he has put it down 
Carter — it fhould be Curteis — it is publifhed| folio 63, in Ap« 
pendix E. of the Report, 

Lynam. They will not give up their power of adlion to any 
Society ; but they lay the time of a£Hon may not be very 
diftant — it is fomething to this purport. 

Lord Chief Jujlict Eyre*. That is your notion of it— youff 
extraft. 
J. Yes. 

Mr. Bower. Did you hear the letter read t ' 
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A. Ye^ it was rttd..- l-Aiifwcrca Ae NotwicH Soelctjr, dnf 
li^e think that the Friends of the People are friends to die caufe.— > 
Twelve Ddegates met :--to write to die Badi Society,— A Aodon 
to be debated at each Diviiion, if diey gave the Delegates power 

to rgeS any Delegate on good reafbns^ February 28 — Meet-* 

ing of Delegates, at Mr* Stiff's, No. 58, Patcmofter-tow.—*" 
Modon by Mr. Margarot, diat the thanks of the Loidon Cor- 
reiponding Society be given to Mn Fox and die Minority of- 
fiMty-fdur — the fame to Lord Lauderdale, &o for their oppofidom 
to die war. — * Agreed to be adverdifed in the Morning Chrenidcy 
Morning Poft, and Ayre's Sunday paper.— It was obferved diat 
tiic war was die Minider's, for the purpofe of diverdng die 
minds of die pec^e^ — 'A letter from Sheffield, inclofing diar re<- 
foIudon$ paft on the 13th of February, by order of the Com-* 
mitteev'^-^Refcdved by die Society for Conftitudonal Infbrmadoa 
at Sheffield^ that war is the greateft evil ever introduced to 
trade — ^This is my recolleftion of it, as near as I can re- 
colledt, diat they return their thanks to Mn Fox, for his fup« 
Jimt of die People for many years paft, moft particularly this 
Seffion-^to Mr. Erfkine, for his defence of die liberty of die 
preft— 'to Mn Grey, Mf * Lambfon, to Mr* Sheridan, and die Glo- 
rious Minority of fifty-two— -to die Duke of Norfolk, Lord 
Stanhope, Lord Lauderdale, &c. and copies to be fent to each, 
and publiflied m all the papers in town and country^— Agreed ta 
write to Sbeffield,^ that a petition to Parliament won't fucceed, 
yet at diis time it will anfwer a good purpofe— and that die 
London Correfponding Society arc going to petition, and write 
ID all Sodeties in the kingdom to da fo— it will caufe the fubjeflf 
to be agittted every week-^-no time to be loft— -and fey diat we 
equally lament the war. 

J^ Was there any letter prepared in corfequence of that f 

A* The London Correfponding Society have drawn up a 
petition^ which was prefented by Mr- Gerald, who faid he had ap- 
plied to Mr. Mackintofli, who laid he would go with him to get 
Mr* Fox to prefent it. 

J^ Were there any letters prepared, in confequence of this' 

agre<r> 
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agnsement, diat tiiey £bould write to Sheffield, by Margaroty o^ 
any othei- perlbn ? 

J^ Margarot wrote this letter of courfe, the fubftance of \% 
was this— — 

. . Mr.Btmter. That is in Appendix to the Report, page 67-— 
we have read it already^— What is your Aext ? 

A March 7th, I793> No* 31, Compton-ftreet, fourteen De-' 
kgates met* 

J^. Was Hardy there? 

A, Yes.^— Read the Petition to Parliament, and refer it to be 
confidered by each Dividon — the title of the petition^ The In- 
habitants of I#ondon, Weftminfter, and their Vicinityrf^— The dif-» 
cuffion of that took up the whole of the evening. — That new 
Delegates fhould be chofen on the aSth of March. — The Dele-' 
gate of Divifion No. i, moved that the Eflay wrote by Mr. Frend, 
of Cambridge, on the war, and publi(hed in the Mancbefter paper, 
be printed and delivered to all the Diviiions* Mn Frend, ofi 
Cambridge, is trying now ; and it is fuppo&d he will be excluded 
the College.— The remainder of the evening upon the petition-^ 
the petition to be made out upon rolls of parchment, and each- 
Delegate to haveone^ to try what cofFee-houfes will take it in to 
lie to receive fignatures* — March sti, 1793, No. 31, Compton- 
ftreet — Baxter reported that fomeconftables had been atDivifioii' 
No. 16, to difperfe them, but dare not go up, the company being 
too large : they left word that they would come in greater force.-* 
Received a letter, dated the 28th of February, faying. As yoa 
meet to overturn the Conftitution, you have warning that 
warrants will be taken out againft every member. — A lettecr 
dated March 15th, from the Birmingham Society for Confti* 
tutional Information, figned John Harrifon, beginning Citizca 
Hardy^ the letter was requeftmg to correfpond, to ftrengdKn 
^ love of die human race, and to reflore the Reprefentation of 
die People— it complains of the venal mode of eledion— die- 
poor's rate, tythes, and the dearnefs of provifious — they are de«> 
termined to think and fpeak for themfelves — to petition Par-' 

liament — fpeak, unite, and it will be done thofe are the heads 

«f it as I gathered : this letter was not direSled to Piccadilly, but 
2 to 
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to die hottfe diat Mr. Hardy lived in befof€ he went there.-MHi 
There was a report that die Friends of the People had received 
two letters from Sheffield, dire&ed to Mr. Stuart; there was no 
notice taken what die letters were-^nbit and Litdejohn dis- 
charged from the London Correfponding Society, and to write 
to the ConftttUtional Society, and to aik for other honorary 
members to reprefent thenu 

^ What was Grant difcharged for? 

A. For withholding the manufcript formerly mentioned. 

Ltri Chief Jujiice E^n» Was it faid where thefe two letters 
came from to die Friends of the People i 

A. I talce for granted from Sheffield ; but I have not put it 
down. Littlgohn was difcharged for the negled, I believe, of 
hit Divifion i he was gone down into Scodand* 

Ahr. BmviT^ Did you minute what Grant was difcharged for P 

A. In confiiquence of a former refolution, that if he did not 
deliver Up the manuicript he fhould be difcharged ; and now they 
Were <iilcharged. A motion was made by Margarot to print a 
Ihoufand of Fiend's Addrefs to Republicans and Anti-Republi- 
cans, CD make extra&s from it by a Seled Committee, with 
Ibme ftrong remarks diereon by thenu 

Ltri airf Juftice Eyre. What was die tide of Mr. Frend's 
book? 

j/* An Addfeis to Republicans and Anti'iRepublicans } diem 
were fix to form diat Committee, andto^meetin Paternoften- 
SOW) at Stiflfi houie. The nfekt meeting was the 28th of 
Maicby at No. 31^ Compton-ftreet, a meedng of Dele- 
gates* It was agreed to bring sdl die quarterage next Thurf- 
day, the Fatriotic Society, in Hdbom, joining the Divifion 
Mo« 29. 

J^ Was tUa Fatriotic Society the fione you mentioned before, 
int broke up, and the greateft part jcnned die Correfponding 
Sbdety? 

A The fame. The report was of die number of fignitures 
to die petition; the whole was feven hundred eighteen on the 
five (kins. A SeleA Committee chofe to make laws for the So- 
aety, and tb ivhxfit lliem to each Divifion^ to meet evoy Tburf- 
. YoL. IIL E day 
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day afternoon at five o'clock $ any three to proceed to bufinefi; 
other Delegates allowed to vifit. 

Lord Chief JuJIice Eyre, Have you any minute of any de- 
bates upon the fubjeft of the ncceflity or the occafion of pro- 
pofing this Committee ? 

jf, I have no minute of any debate. I fee here is a mark 
made here — ^The Committee to make extra£):s from Mr. Trend's 
Addrefs to Republicans and Anti-Republicans, they are to meet 
on Sunday evening — Fourteen Delegates met on the 4th of 
April, in Compton-ftreet— The Seleft Committee to confider of 
their future regulations, firft of all for the Society at large— 
The general rules and private regulations for the admiffion of 
members— The week's payment — Admiffion of ftrangers—*- Vote 
of exclufion — The number of conftituents before you branch off— i 
The fummonfes feiit to each night's meeting — That is one part 
•of that Committee's confideration to regulate — The next is, 
The Conftitution of General Principles — Committee's laws rela* 
*ive to diemfelves— The faid Delegates private regulations — ^Lawi 
relating to the Society eleftion of Chairmen and of Door-keepeiii 
■ Mr. Bower. It is not worth while to ftate diis j go to your 
next meeting. 

jL The next is the nth of April, at No. 31, Compton* 
ftreet. The report was that two thoufand had figned the peti- 
:tion : Refolved to thank the Friends of the People for their im- 
partial ftate of the reprefentation It was then laid that the Con^ 
ftitudonal Society at Sheffield had done it, and had requefied 
them to publiih it in a ^cheaper manner* In their letter they bf 
the people are ileeping too long; the ignorance of the people is 
the caufc of the continuation of the corruption of the Senate^- 
Refolved to write immediately to every Society again, and re- 
queft them to petition diredly ; finall bills to be ftuck up in.lk l| 
night informing the public where the petition lies for fignatures-^ Ij 
Fourteen Delegates met — Mr. Francis to be requefted to prcfcflt j, 
the petition — Recommended by Divifion No. .2, to advertifca 
general meeting at fome tavern, and we may get a good 
fignatures tliere — Ahready figned 2,519. 

J^. Yqu may go now totfae 29th of April ; I do not fee tfjf 
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thing maeerial 611 then ; the anniveriaiy dinner of th^ Conftitu*^ 
tional Society at die Crown and Anchor, were jovk prefent at 
that dinner? 

jf. I was; 

j^ Did you make a miniite of What pafled there ? 

j/. I made this minute— That many of them talked verjr 
boldly, and laughed at the fears of the public — they are fure 
that a revolution will take place in this country; 

J^ Who was in the chair ? 

. j^. Lord Sempill was Chairman*— The next that I have ^ti^ 
the fentiments that were drank— The rights of man-^May wp 
never be afliamed to allert thofe principles we wifli to enjoy—* 
Miy defpotifm be trampled under the hoofs of the fwinifh mul- 
titude — May the world be oiir country, aiftd dcnng good our jfe« 
ligion — Freedom to France, and peace to all Europe— ^Thomas 
Paine. 

^ Have you any remark upon that i 

A. I have remaf-ked here that Horne Todke rsqueffed Kim to 

be given a fecond time — May the temple of Freedom hasire die 

earth for its bafis, and heaven for its dome — May governments iboti 

ceafe to be a confpiracy ^gainft the fewi for the rights of the many. 

. J^ . Is not that reverfed ? 

A. No ; I have it fo — By Lord Daerj John Home Tookc for 
iu^ vigilant oppofition to defpotifin-r^he vidims of defpotUhi^ 
aninuiy; the people of Great Britain have courage to redrel^ 
themj I^d Sempill, Mr, Fitzgerald, &c. I'hofe are the toafts 
that were drank* The next is the fecond of May, 1793, a 
Delegates* meeting, at.No. 31, Compton-ftreeti Mr. Fox wrote 
to Mr. Hardy, at Aine o'clock at night, that our faying a ra- 
dical reform would be underftood univerlal fufFrage, which he 
was not a friend to, but would prefent the petition if we defired 
it : In confequence of this it was determined to get Mr. Francis 
to prefent it, and to write to him on Saturday moniing \ ^ 
petition to be prefented on Monday, unlefs Mr: Grey ptits off 
his motion—Two of the Sheffield Delegates that brought up 
their petition made honorary members-^Agreed to meet on Sua« 
day evening at C<»npton*ftre^ and bring in: all the fUns^ 

, ;e a i«^ 
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Zerd Cbiifjufiici Eyre. Did not you fey that (here was a Up* 
ibhition that tiiere flunild be a new deiStioii of Delegates on tfa& 
28th of March? 

A. Yes. 

tori Chief Ju/iice Efre. Was there a new de(£ii«n ^ De- 
legates P 

^^ Yes- 

Lord Chief Juftiti Eyre* Vftrt you re-ele£led ? 

-«/. Yes V on the 25th of Septetaber- 

Mr. Bcwer* You have got a minute the l6th of Majry havtf 
not you ? 
' ' j/. I have mtihud that by ibme means or other. 

J^ Dd yoa remember any thing paffing .upon the l6th of 
-Majr reQie£Ung die war and the addreflers. 

Mr. Edu/ard Lauzun called again* 

M; J^rweTi Look at that p^r. Did'you find that among 
Mr. Hairdy's papers 2 
^^Ycs. 

lit iv4s nadJ} 

^ Soutb-^nety adsf May^ 179 j; 
.« Sift, 
^ I am to apolc^ize to ydu for not havii^ fooner att(Wet«A 
'^* your letter, but I have hetn very mxicb engaged in bufindi^ 
^^ ibf fome days paft*' I will certainly px^fent the petftron if H 
'^ is defured, Ix^caufe I Would not decfine prefenting a peti^n for 
«i any of my conftituents ', but I confbfs I tStiink k might wi^ 
•* piore propriety be prtfent^d by fome other membery becattfe Jt 
^ is genehiBy undejrftood that tiie radical^ reform, Which it tt^ * 
<^ commends, is univerfij repreientation, to which I have alwa)^ 
* been an avowed en«ny. 
** I am, Sir, 

^ Your mpft bbedient, 
« And iiaott bumble fcrvant, 
JVi addrefs. « C J. FOX.'^ 

^ndorfed, Chajji* Jamei FWr, M.Pr received ad May, 1793^ 
4 iifrf 
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Mr. Bower. ^ Ljnam^) As you have mlflakl jcm mlmtf^ . 
cf th^ i6th of May, I wUl not preis you upQn it* 

J. I have the minutes, of May d>.e ^6tb> lipr^^^No. 3/^ 
Compton-ftreejt. 

J^. Wastheprifotter^.0iaJ:mjpe)dnj;; 

y/. Yes; he vwwu 

Jg. Whan pailed there ? 

y^ A QiQtion from the DiArifioa No* 7, to draw ¥p H itmoii# 
^ftranceagswft the war^ it was then iaid diat Mc Hardy had re« 
/ceived an anonymous let;^r, faying Xhat« as die kite petition ]%y 
at your houfe, J look upon it yoM are Secretary; and he fiQ^ 
)>ciiig a/riend tomao-^me^ng'^^^ai^ the ^utary rights 1 he 
irery ipucfa approves of the pe^tion and the tfaaiik^ ^ ^ Ii^« 
jpority^ h^ fubnujts it in h>s letter, that if a petition a^oft tht 
prefi^it war i$ brought fprwstrd^ it wiU refute its h^^mg a pgpubr 
^e^ thei^ h^ goes with ;'e^ard fo the fubfcrjp^ipiis imd jtbe ex« 
pences 0/ the Society. 

Mr, fi^weff Yp^ had bejtt^r pafs it oyer if you caonot msdc^ 
|t out well^ 

iAr4rQhief Jujfici g^re, Wa^ any Jhipg 4o^e Hpon ihst ano^ 
liymoij^ letter ? 

Jlf It does not appear tha^ any tilling was. The r^txt was t 
Tneejdng of ^ Delegates on the 23d, at No. 31^ Coinp6on« 
^19^^ W98 fhen propofe^ to fiall a genera) mctpx^y wtuch 
iMifM t>e an ^re^ragable prpof (^ our b«ing legally aiTembled^ 
fgy^ WQiAd fake away dipjfc reflexions upop vis» a^ diffipats d)e 
f»rs of die public ; this was to be agitated a| each I^ivifioo. 

Lord Chief Juftifi B^re, Who w4e Aj|r^ propoiitjon to call 
^ gcnen^ meettag i 

J. I caiinot tell. There were twelve {delegates metrwA ]e(^ 
^frqm R, |:^i(tleJQhn, dated igdi of Ma^, in which to %% 
he w» furpria&ed th^t he was exclu4ed ^ Society \ his atiaidi*. 
mei^t \s not tp be boyght pr fold, ai)4 bo lvoul4 nc(t giye up iht 
icaufe buf wpdi |}ea|li) this is ^hal I catleiSffd from that letter^ 
Qommyo^ f^r i^wiAg vip m addseis 00 die p^ibKc^ &c.; thsn it 
VP»s obfervedii that Le 3fim's Ibmpr ta Lord Gf ciwille has atosx€4 
$b^ ^ep; on tfiat amount it would appear ^ 0xhi^ fss In4 
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fbme communication with France, therefore we ought to v^it to 
fee if any notice is taken of it. It was thought proper to refer 
Ae addreffes to the public at that time, and it was referred for a 
week. 

Lord Chief Jujlict Eyre. What did you fay it might be 
diought to do ? 

A. Ic would appear as though we had fome communicatioi^ 
yMck France. The next meeting was on the 30th of May. I 
do not find any thing more than Mr. Hardy's intending to makt 
i motion that )ve fhould break up for three months^ 
^ ^ What was done upon that ? 

A. It was not carried, but the Society continued ; for I hart 
a report on the 6th of June, in coiifequence of it. The next 
was a meeting of Delegates on the 6di of June, 17939 at Noi» 
3i,-4Compton-ftreet--rThere were three Divifions that ¥fifli€d 
for Mr. Wharton's motion in the Uoufe of Commons to be 
printed. 

. ij. Was any thing done with refpefl: to Mr, Whartoi^s mot 
^on I 

• A. I have no remark that any tiling at all was done, notwitfa- 
ftanding it was fo recommended, A public meeting was Aea 
talked of) to advertife five for fix o'clock, 
- Lsrd Chief Jujlice Eyri. Advifed or agreed upon ? 
. A. I fliall cOme to that prefendy. I forget v^iether it was 
^determined upon at diat time, but there was a meeting wfaidi 
followed afterwards ; this is the beginning of it j it was agreed 
fo admit every Divifion. 
. Mr. Bower, What was the propofition ? 

A. To advertife a public meeting ; and that it (hould be ad- 
vertiled to meet at five o^clock, but the intention was to meet 
^ b^in upon bufinefs at fix — A motion from Divifion Now 
a8, riiat the thanks of the Committee be given to Mr, Whar^ 
ton for his motion and fpeech. 

Mr. Erjkine. Mn Wharton the Member of Parliament ? 

A. Yes J and it was agreed to be printed, and the thanks to 
\t publiflied in- four papers, the Courier, Chronicle, Gazetteer, 

Mr, 
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Mr. Bower. Does it appear by your minutes whether it was 
only to be publiOied, or have you any further entry refpefting 
what was to be done befides publifliing ? 

yf, I have this memorandum, that it was to be put once in 
each paper; that is to (ay, that it was to be advertifed four 
times ; it was likewife agreed that there (hould be fome comments' 
made upon it, and a Special Committee, to draw it up, of five 
of the Delegates ; it was to be an open Committee, add to meet 
at fix o'clock on Monday — A letter from Leeds, a Delegate 
Meeting, May the 30th, 1793, a Society lately fprung up, fent 
by the requeft of the Sheffield Society, to correfpond with all 
Societies, and begged ours, although only 200, yet are 'deter- 
mined to inftruft all their neighbours — ^Thomas Haiily, Secre- 
tary, it was inftituted the 27th of November, 1792. 

^ Have you any minutes of the 13th or the 15th of June ? 

j1. The isdi of June I have. 

J^, You have not any of the 13th ? 

^. No. 

^ Do you recollefi: any thing about the 13th from your me^ 
mory ? 

^. I do not. 

^ Then to the 15th ; that was, I believe, a meeting of De-* 
legates, at No. 31, Compton-flreet ? 

A I believe it was ^ it was recommended diat an advertife« 
oieitt ■ ' 
* J^. Do you know who it was recommended by ? 

A I have not a memorandum of that>— Refolved that our 
dianks be given to I. Wharton for his fpeech on the 3rfl of 
May, to reflore the conflitution of i688. We eameflly ex- 
.hoft him to perfevere in the caufe of the people, and doubt not,' 
jiotwithfbnding the contumelious filence of the majority, it will 
have its due weight with the people. 

Mr. Erjkine. Read that again. 

J. An advertifement for Monday— Refolved, our Aanks to 
L Wharton for the fpeedi he made on the jifl of May — ^I be- 
lieve he fpoke his fpeech on die 3ifl of May— -to reftore Ae 
c^nftitution of 1688 s we eamefUy e^diort him to perfevere in 

E 4 tM^ 
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the caufc of ihc people, ^d dgubt noty notwithftanding the 
contumelious filencepf tdi^ ipajqrity, it will h^ve its due wei£^( 
with the people, Agreed we will giy^ QW decided fupport tot 
every pie^fi^rp brought fQrwar4 to reftore qur rights as at x68& 
RefglvecJ th^J the; thaaks of the LQndoi^ Correfponding Society 
be giy9i}r 1 

^ord Chief 7^W £y^^* W^ tl^? a niceting pf Pele^tes? 

4 Yes. 

M'j fo%i/er^ It IS ajl at ijieetings of Delegates, \inlefs I fiiall 
ipark it a$ (bme other meeting. 

. Xpi^ ^e|blYe4 thf t d^anks be given to the twelve men that 
YOted| wi|;h ]Vtr« Wharton the 6th of June— -The Cpnftitutiona| 
§pc^e^ fipr information h^ye pu,blilhe4 ten tho^and of Mr, 
Whartoo*s fpeefh corrpStrrsJVtr. Mfirgargt will get one thoulancj 

^ Have you any thing further pf that meeting i 

A Nothing more. 

^ About this time did you for any period ceafe to be a De-j 
Iffff^i yf^, thftfe anjf diyiiioi} upon what you have been laft 
reading? 

A t do not recolledl that there was. 

Jkfr. Erjkin^ Da you meaii Ja iay .|I>^ you recplleft dierc 
was not ? 

^ 4 Mjc aofwejr i% if tbefe ha4 b<?cn any tj^ing of the fpct I 
ihould have n^ade a memor^dum if any diing particular y I dq 
pot recoiled that tkece. was aiiy thing of ^ dLvifipn^ but I fCf 
member it was laid by. Margarqt — . . . ■ .^; 
^ Mr^ Er/kine. Is. 1^ in your note I 

A No; I am goiiig to te)l you my recoUe^tlpn, ^e faid hl| 
would get a thoufaod for the London Coirrefponding Society i 
Ifut I haive no minute pf tjbdi| ; if you muean to put diat down at 
my minute^ I fhall, when you conoe to e^camine me, ihew yoif 
it is n6 minute of minet 

Mr. Bevi/£Kf yoij cea|e<l tq lip a Delegate fqr fonjie perio^ 
aftor this ^me; Auj. i^i tiig Ml ^u^tiog cff Delegates yon at^ 
ipnded for fome mqntl^i i - 

. 4^ I atten(M 04 the i^jtb of June^ 

^. wo 
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^ We have got to the 15th. 
, J. Then it muft be the 15th. 

^ After that time you ceafed to be a Pekgate for fome tim% 
idid not you ? 

jf. It was fo. 

^ Were you, at any tin^ in the month of Sept^ber, fu«- 
Cent at any Divifion Meetings 

^. Yes. 

J^ What time in September ? 

A I think it was the 515th. 

^ Upon the :j5th of September, did yq^ attend any. Di-» 
yjfion Meeting, and where ? 

y£ I attended the Divifion No. 23^ 

J^ Where did that Divifion meet ? 

jf^ I do not' recollect the name of the place 5 jt was Uk akin4 

.pf court or garden near Bunhill-row; it goes out from BluQ 

Anchor-^ley ; and there is another n^row alley to it, which I d9 

|iot know the o^me of, ^ 

^ It was in fome little place or aJJey near Bunhill-row, Mpor^ 
Mds? 

J. Yes, It was reported that a pew Society was formed at 
Coveijtry, and that they were increafed very much in the laft 
ponth. It was reported that A^q vvras a new Piyifion pf the 
^ondoR Cgr^e^oflding Society j that they took Number I0| 
which bad ceafed prior tq this time, and met in the Qrove^ 
^andy-leg-walk, and it was faid they were very violent, 

^ Said at that meeting i 

4* Yes} 0iat w^s tl\q report ^xxn q^Q Dcle^^e of ^e Divj^ 

J^ A new Divifipn ? 

A* No ; a Divifion had branoHe4 ofF, and (ook Number iQ 
that had ceafed pripr |o this time, and ^ they met at the Grovo,^ 
JPandy-jeg-yralkf This is ^ report from pne of the Divifipn of 
^ gendeman that lives at Walworth, whQ is going to join the 
J^ondon Correiponding Society : and it is at the fame time oh*? 
(cryed^ tha^ \x% wf.qt? ^e ^ffeftfivc j?lay4)iU, the QuUlo^ine, hisi 
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name is Cruden. It was ftated in the cTouffe of the evening, in 
the mformatiph that they endeavoured to bring forward of dif- 
ferent circumftances, it was ftated in that way, and it was fol- 
lowed up by a remark from the fame perfon, that many peopk 
fuppofcd that he was employed by the Convention in France. 

^ Were any other papers brought forward ? 

A. It was reported that there was a petition to the King 
brought forward at the laft meeting of Delegates ; but that it 
was declared treafonable by Mr, Vaughan, in c6nfequencc of 
which anpther was to be drawn up." 

^ When you fay it was treafonable, do you mean to fay that 
Aat was Mr. Vaughan's opinion .? 

A. It was reported by fereral that Mr. Vaughan had given 
fD2X as his opinion ? 

^ Was any thing done upon that ? 

A. That is all. 
' ^ Did the Delegate report any thing farther, after it wars 
found that that petition was fuppofed to be treafonable ? 

A* Only that another was to be drawn up. 

^. Was there any thing further done at that meeting ? 

Jl. I have no memorandum of any thing elfe ? 
; ^. Or have you any recolledlion ? if not, go on to the next 
meeting, which was on the 7th of October, 

A. The report of the Delegate was, that there were eighteen 
taw members made that Week. 

j^. That was at the divifion meeting ? 

A' Yes, the fame divifion ipeeting Oft. 7th that a Mr Bell, 
who was at Brighton, 'was going to Ireland, and would introduce 
a fcorrefpondence with the focietie3 there, from the London Cor- 
refponding Society. At the laft meeting of Delegates a petition 
was brought forward, or agitated, was brought forward, difcuffed 
I fuppofe, agalnft the war, nothing nv)re is faid of that, Hodg- 
f(Mi was chofe prefident, and Hardy was continued Secretary : 
the next is November the fdi. 

^ Before you go to November the 5*, were you prefent at 
any other meeting, at Hackney, or any other place ? 
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^ At what time wa3 that — it has inde^ been proved to W 
the 24th of 0£bber ? 

A. I do not recoiled the day of the month that that meeting 
was, but it was to ele£l two Delegates to fend down to the Con-^ 
vention at Scotland. 

^ Were two Delegates eledled at that meeting ? 

J. Yes. 

^ Who were they ? 

jf. Margarot and Gerald, I think. 

^ Who appeared as P^-efident of the Society at that time ? 

A Hodgfon. 

^ Where was this meeting ? 

jf. At a houfe in Hackney road, the ele&ion was in a gardm 
t>ebind die houfe. 
' ^ Was Mr. Hardy at that meeting in Hackney-rpad? 

A. I think he was, but I will not be pofitive. 

J^ What meeting were you at on the 5th of Novembej^ ? 
, J. Divifion No. 3, the delegate reported, that Hodgibn hal 
refigned, and that Baxter was chofen Chairman^ he then reported 
that Margarot, and Gerald, went to Scotland, the 30th of Odo- 
bcTj and that the fund was very low, the fubfcription not cquai 
to the expences. 

J^ Whe|« was ibis i. 

Ai At the iame place near Bunhill-row; the next report was 
that a (econd delegate (hould be chofe from each divifion, to form 
a fub-committee, to revife the conftitution, and to meet every 
Friday, at No, 31, Compton-ftreet ; the next report was of i, 
new focittty ^rmed at Briftol ; the next that Colonel Macleodi 
Mnd Mr. Sinclair, were gone as delegates to Edinburgh, from 
the Coiiftituttonal Society; die i>ext meeting was November 
ifaei2th. 

^. Before you get to November the lath, were there any rc^ 
ports made upon the 5th of November, refpeSing Franklow ? 

^. I have no memorandum of that* 

^. Do you recoiled any tbixig flawed abput Franklow, upon 
^ ^tb of November ? 

a ^' ^^^' 
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A. I rccollcft it being faid, that there was going Xoht analcN* 
ci2tioii formed at Lainbctb, for the pyrpofe of . learning their 
exercifc. 

^ RccqI1c£1 all the circumftances that you can, refpeiEting that \ 

Air. Qikbi. XxX us undcrftand that you have no memoranduni 
of this ? 

A. No. 

Mr. Bower, Do you recollect any other cir(:viniftance that was 
to attend that meeting ? 

A, I undcrftood that they were go'mg to farqq; fhemiclyes lot^ 
different Societies, 

^ Of whom were thofe focieties to be compofed f 

A. I was going to (ay a plan was forming for ^(b SocietiiQS to 
Imrn their exercife at different plaires all oyer X^xAfXiy an4 
that it was to be confined to the London Cprrefponding Sociefeyi 

^ Do jDQu repolled any tfai|ig further being iai4 alKHit ^ 
plaq? 

A*lAdt particularly^ Afiti^rw^rds it was mare pvtinjrkrl; 
brought forward; but I have iiot^ tp the b.e^ pf my recoQedioDi 
^nythii^mpre^ ' 

^ The plan was pot at that time comi^eated \ 
^ Jf No, the forming of the Society, and how they yfps^ to mett 
to carry it on, was not ^t that time mature to the beft oiwcf t^ 
jCollc£);ion, but this was faid, that there wa^ a yariety- <|f peciple 
that did intend tp learn their exercife, but this fit l4Bi)beth was 
^e only one that was mentioned, 

J^. There was no affociation formed but the Lamietb I 
• A. No, but it came out afterwards, aqd prQbab})^ it . wilj no| 
}>e improper to mention it here, that there were members of the 
J^ndon Correfponding Society, that- had Ji defire of introduoing 
the excrcjfe among the London Correfponding Societies divifions 
on different nights, from the night that the divjfions met on ^^ 
^ert: evenings. 

^> Was that agreed to or otherwifa I 

/. It was rcjccftcd at No. 23, but this is only aqridpating 
Itf 

^ It will come better in its order by and by 5 who was Prer 

^ lidci« 
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£teit of this Society, on the sth of November, Chairman of the 
Delegates, and fo on i 

jf* The report of that divifion meeting was at the firft com* 
tnattee night of the Ddegatcs^ Hodgfon had reiigned the ch^, and 
Baxter was chofen Chairmaoi 

J^ Were you preient at any meeting upon the latb of No^ 
member i 

A. That IS a Divifion meeting* 

i^. QfMdiidiDivifum; 

A. No* 23. 
, J^ Where was it? 

jf« At die iame place* 

^ What was done at that meeting ? 

A. Read a letter from Norwich, iigned W# Cote^ from all the 
Ibcieties there^ approving of the Convention at Edinburgh, and 
requefting a conftant correfpondence ;; fmances are very low, they 
i^ant to get a fecond fitbicriprion in order to fupport the Delegates 
in Scotland* 

Lard Chief JufiUe Eyre 4 Do you mean the finances at Nor- 
miA or of your fociety ? 

A. From Norwich, and then here feems a kimf of inftruAioH 
%> the del^atesy requeuing them to vifit all the focieties iii 
Scotland* 

Mr. Erjkim* Let me take f&;tf down in your own word$ ; there 
leemt a Ibrt of inftru^bn from the Delegates requefting them 69 
▼ifit all tiie focieties in Scotland ? 

Lard C3>irf Jvftice Eyre. How do ycHi- ftatfe that f 

A. The finances are very low, in order to get a (ecctod fub^ 
fcription^ ki order to iuppbrt the Ddbgates in Scotland, the in" 
^bufiion is widi regard to a letter ibat has been fent to the D«- 
l^ines requefting them to vifit all the ibcieties in Scotland, here 
isfomething that I gathered from the Delegate, reporting it ft-om 
Ae conmilttee of delegates* 

Mr. Bower. That was the regular vsray of m^ing thefe re- 
^|MNts 5 die common ordinary courie of the fociety i 

Lord Chief Jujlice Eyr^ is this iktt you ftate about th^ iil- 

ftruflions 
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itriKSlions part of die letter, or what was done by the fdciety mftih 
riie letter? - . 

- A Done by the fociety. 

Mr. Erjkine. It muft have been ibmething, he fiiys, but we 
have not heard what it muft have been \ 

» A. It was reported that the finances were very low, and diey 
want to get a fecond fubfcription to fupport the delegates m Scot^> 
land. 

Lord Chief Jujiice Eyre, That was part of the^or^ch 
letter ? 

A. I thought fo at firft, but looking at It again I rather con- 
ceive that this is the report of a Delegate from the Committee of 
Delegates. 

Mr. Erjkine. There feemed to be a fort of inftru^on,.coii- 
cemii^ fomething that I gathered from a delegate, who coUeiSed 
k from the Committee of Delegates, I thought it was the Nor- 
wich letter firft, but looking at it again, I rather conceive-^ 
what do you conceive ? 

• A That the finances of the Correfponding Society were low, 
and that they wanted a fecond fubfcription to fupport the Delegate 
4n Scotland. 

Lord Chief Jujiice Eyre. Then what was meant about the ifl*. 
ftrudions ? 

A. The inftrudions were in a tetter that had been fent, but by 
whom I have no memorandum here, to the delegates to vifit aU 
the Societies in Scotland. 

Lord Chief Juftice Eyre. Do you mean that there was. an 
inftru6tion fent to them in a letter ? 

A, I do, it was reported by the delegates, that there was goii% 
to be a fecond general meeting to be held at Edinburgh^ but afr 
terwards it was altered and intended to be held at Glafgow infteal 
of Edinburgh. 

Mr. Bower. This is the 12th of November ? 

A. Yes. 

^ When were you re<^le£bd, if ever you were re-ele<aed, ^ 
Delegate from any oC tboie Divifions j 

Mr/Bower4 
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' Mr* Bower. We have the letter which has been read of tfie 
8th of November, from the prifoner, to the Delegates in Scoe* 
land. 

Afr. Gibhs. Have not you feme notes you have gone through^ 

J. Yes, I have put diem in my pocket* 

Mr. Gibbs. I defire to look at them ? 

The Witnefs delivers them to Mr, Gibbs, fay*^Sy I prefume 
you will give them me again* 

Mr. Gibbs, What reafon haw you. Sir, to fuppofe that I wiD 
hot give them to you again ? 

A, If you mix them^ it may be impoffible for me to ariange 
them again. 

Mr. Gibbs* Vou have given me thefe papers, mark them, I, 

^» 3» 4- 

Mr. Bower. I beg to go through my examination ; do not 
be marking papers while I am examining you ; put them in your 
pocket till we have done. You were elefted a Delegate again aC 
-what time ? 

jI. The firft meeting I attended of the delegates, being itd- 
ele<^ed, was on the 2d of January, I79if. 

^ Was Mr. Hardy a new member, when you attended ad a 
new member? 

J. He was Secretary. 

^. After you re-commenced a Delegate ? 

-//. Yes. 

^. Now go to the 2d of January, 1794 ? 

Jt. The firft is the eleftioa of delegates I believe, I need not 
read diem over ; the firft refolution was to remove the com- 
mittee room to No. 3, New Compton-ftreet 5 to remove the 
meeting of delegates to No. 3, New Compton-ftreet; then a 
relblu^onwas pafTed, that no perfonbut what had belonged three 
months to the fociety, was eligible to be eleded a delegate; it was 
agreed to draw up a band-bill, approving of the conduct of die 
delegates in Scodand and a cenfure on the Magiftrates ; to diftri- 
bute one thoufand in Edinburgh. 

^ Wa^ this a Delegate meeting f 

J. Yes, to cenfure. the Gondu<^ of the Magiftrates ; to dif- 
. ' tribute 
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tiloutr 6iie thoufiuid in Edinburgh, and diey were to t»e fent down 
immediately* 

^ How (bon were they to t>e fent down ? 

>/• To the beft of my recdlofkicin the urgency was explained 
to be very great ; and I diink they were to be (ent down the fol- 
lowing nighf. A letter was read from Sheffield^ figned WiQiam 
Srowa Broombead, Chairman, reconmiending fome fpirited xe« 
folutions to be adopted to fupport the Delegates inmiediately* 

Mr. Erjkini. Read that again« 

J. A report read from Sheffield, William Brown Broondieaci, 
Chairman ; it recommends fome fpirited refolutions to be adopted 
to fupport the Delegates immediately, and it likewife £iys, that at 
Ai9 meeting there were about two thoufand ; 1 believe that is all 
at that meeting ; the next I have is the gth of January, at No, |^ 
iKxrordmg to the refolution at New Compton-^ftreet* 

j^ At which meeting I beliere the prifoner was not prefentf 
W^he? 

v/, I am inclined to think he was there, though I have not got 
his name down, I have the names of a variety of Delegates and 
other people that were to be ftewards fcs- a meeting that was to 
he held on the aoth^ I thinks 

^ What paffed at the meeting, if you find any thing to etiabk 
you to fay that the prifoner was there, we will take it down; if not, 
we will take it that he was not there ? 

j/. A General Meeting to be at one o'clock, on the lOihm^ 
ftant, to meet Mr. Gerald, and have a dinner at five o'clockf 
Ht the Globe Tavern in the Strand. 

^ One o'clock, on what day f 

^. On the 20th of January, a Sub- Committee Was formed (at 
1^ maiiagement of this matter ; the Sub-»Committee that unchr# 
took the management of it from the 9th to the loth, were Thci# 
wall, Franklow, and Stiff-, the names of the Stewards are^ 
John Thelwall, John Agar. 

' J^. John Agar, have you the Chriftian names at full length ii| 
your minutes i 

A. I may be miftaken in the Chriftian name, which has fome- 
times happened^ but I have it Joba Agar,, and Stewart. Kydd, 

Barrifters, 
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Bafriftere, Jolirt LbV^ H. F. Harrifofl, T. Stiff, B«lh6lcim«# 
Peacock, J. Philip Franklow, Thomas Harris, C. Sinctui^. J, 
Powetl, W. Williams, Thomas Mildiel, John Pearcff, Mat&ew 
Moore, Wrt. Moffirtt, and I. Maftid| Attorney^ 

J^. Did you fee Wm, Mofiktt t 

A Wm. Moffat, it was iaid wfts a Delegate of dM ComrentioH 
at Edirfburgh. Agreed, that tickets for the dinner fliould be five 
ihillings, thofe that dined were to pay five and fixpence, and 
diofe that did not dine, paid fix*penee for ihdtt tickets* 

J^. HaVe yoii any minute of any Sub-Connnittec ? 
* A, A Sub'Committee to draw up a lettex', and fend to ^ the 
focieties, to unite them all in one general fenfe in an addrefe to the • 
publk, on their invaded rights by the proceedings c/t the Magi- 
ftrates at Edinburgh^ It was mentioned at that meeting, that 
they (hould difcu(s the conduQ of the Right Honorable Mn Dun« 
das, refpefting the trials of the delegates in Edinburgh, 

^ Who were to be the Sub-^Committee fer* the purpofes of 
drawing up this letter, and difeuffing his conduct ? 

A I have not got down the names of the committoe. 

Lprd Chief Juftke Eyre. Was it a different Sub-Commitlfl^ 
^^-om the Sub^Committee that Was to tti«iage the dinner i 

A Yes; the next minute that I have got, is of the oodi of 
January, at the Globe Tavern* 

Mn BovDen Have ydu no further minutes of die buCneis of 
file 9^1 of January ; you are notyet come to die Sub-^Committee; 
ill diat a minute of diat day^ or of the 20th of January ? 

A. It is on die fame day a Sub^Comnuttee to be diofen. 

^ Does it appear diat any Sub^^numtteewas chofencmdiat 
day? 

A* Ifkefe was a Sub«Commklee chofen, but I have not got 
down their nam^s. 

^ Was there any plan agreed upon to be propofed, on die 
aoth of January, rcfpeiting the proceedings erf dus Sub«Com« 
mittee? 

A. I have read over what I have got down, and I recoUcA 
nothing more. 

4; You ftatcd, diat you ceafed to be a delegate from Mid- 
• Vot.III. Jl fummcr, 
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-iiimnler; tdhear Chriftmas, how .came you to ceafe^ to be i ddQ4 
^ate during that time ? 

. jf. 1. ceafed to be a delegatCi in confequence of one of the Lon- 
don Correfponding Society, making a report fome time before 
that, that I was a fpy upon the fociety, and I was tried in con-- 
fequence of it, I think on the J3di of June, I was tried by the 
Committee of Delegates. 
' ^ What was the refult of your trial ? 

jf. I was acquitted by a very great majority. 

^ Having been acquitted by a majority, you then were re* 
.de<^d a delegate, before the time you have laft been fpeak« 
ingof? 

jf. I was re-ele£^ed, the next meeting I attended was the ad 
of January, 1794. 

- Mr Erjkine. When was it that you were reported to be a fpy^ 
and were tried ? 

J. I think it was the 13th of June. 

Adr^ Bower. Now come to the aoth of January ; were you 
prefent at the meeting at the Globe Tavern, upon the 20th of 
January ? 

J. Yes, A meeting the 20th of January, at the Globe Taver% 
I. Martin, Pi:efident. 

^ What time did you gato the Globe Tavern that day ? 

- A. I went to the Globe Tavern, before the company had 
afiembled, or bufmeis began, but I do not recoiled precifely the 
hour they, were affembling, hhr 1 have a very clear recollec- 
tion, in the one pair of ftairs room, and that in the courfe of their 
confultation, and talking with each other, that the floor of the 
room gave way, and created a vaft deal of confufion. ^ 

J^, In confequence of that, I fuppofe, they did not ftay in the 
room ; after the floor gave way, where did they go next ? ^ 

jt. To the room above. 

^r Were you there at any time in the afternoon ? 

A I was there before the bufmefs began, and I was there tiy 
the bufinefs was iinifhed, and the refolutions at that time were 
read, indeed I have a report of it here. 

j^. After the floor of that (oom had given way, and it vm 

jQCcelSar/ 
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Cieceflary therefore, that theyfhould adjourn, and diey bad got 
into the room above flairs, whbre did the Chairman, if there was 
any, place himfelf; whatwas the fituation of die Chairman? 

A* There is a place for the muiicians, at the fide of the rooni| 
in cafe there is a dance. 

J^ A fort of balcony, or gallery ? 

A. Juft fo, that was the place where Mr. Martin waSii 

^. Who elfe was there? 

A. There were Ramfey, Ritcher, and ThelwalL 

i^ Was die prifcmer there or not ? 

A. The prifoner was there likewife, but he did not ftand in di0 
front, he ftood behind. 

^. Who ftood in diefiront as Chairman ? 

A* Martin, Thdwall, Ramfey, and Richter« 

J^. What pafied at that meeting? 

A. A deal of time was taken up by the report of Mr. Ramfey^ 
the fhort-hand writer, reporting Margarot's trial; next wa& car- 
ried the Addrefs to the Nation; there was then an adjournment t0 
dinner, when Thelwall was Chairman, and Prefident 

J^ Wasyouprefent at the dinner? 

A. Yes. 

^. In the fame houfe diat day was it? 

^. Yes. 

^ After the bufinefe was over, you adjourned Into a room tf 
dinner ; was it a public dinner ? 

. A* There were a great number of peofde. at dinner, and to the 
bcft of my rccoUeftion, it was in the fame room, however I will 
not (ay that pofitively, but I did not dine with the large com* 
pany; I was in an adjoining room with a few of the compsuiy 
who cortd not get feats ; I came into the large room after ][ had 
dined. 

^ Was the prifoner m the room that you came into after you 
had dined ? 

A. Yes. 

S^ Was Mr. ThelwaU diere ? 

A. Yes, he was Chairman at die dinner, but Martin wad 
Frefi4ent at tly meeting. . 



J^ What parted wtieii Mtjiin, and Thclwall were thcrci aftef 
you came tn ? 

A All the report I have got is die toaft* after diBner* 

^* Were there any refoiutions at any time oia«ie in reference 
to the general ohje£U of the fociety, propofed by TheiwsiU, aai 
agreed to by the meeting, there afTemltled ? 

J^ I have got a menfxorandum here, that alter Mr. Ramfey.sre* 
port of Mn Margarot's trials tkkt next was read and carried, the 
Addrefs to the Nation^ which i% dated at the Globe Tavern, al* 
though it was drawn up prior to that — If 1 were to fee it> I fbould 
know what reArfutiofis were paffed at that time, Ihat is die only 
remark I have got made of it i then follows the dinner ; tbci?e 
were fevcral people in the courfe of coiivcrfetion that I did not 
knoW| but couverfation was kept up by dii&rcnt people that got 
together; I have made a remark^ that there was very bold lan- 
guage made ufe oft 

Mr, Cihh* This was a meetings not compofcd wholly of tkt 
Members of the Correfponding Society, 

Mr, BsmiT^ HsH'dy was prefiifiit, 

Mr, Glhh* But he is fpcakingof converfation that paflcd fi*acR 
people there, that he cannot name* 

J^/r. Bmjuer, Were you prefcnt at any delegate meeting, any 
where on the 30^1 of January — no^ I raufi beg you £0 go to the 
%%A of Jantiary, I muft not pals over that I 

A, No* 3, New Compton-ftreet, 

J^ Was that a meeting of delegates, on the zjd of Jza 
©uary ? 

^. Yes: 

^ Was the prilbncr there^ Of noti j| 

^ TeU us what paffed ? " 

4* It was recommended, that hand-biUs be fiuck up b all 

parts of London^ %ing what grievances we wilh to redrefs. 
Mr, Erjkim^ Moved as a rciblutton, do you mean ? f^ 

Mr, Bo^iT. Agreed by the delegates ? " 

A* Y«s — the next thing tiiat came forward was a box for j 

ftibfcription, for the fupport of the Delegates^ the amoimt of whicb 

waSt 
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wns^ i^* 4s. 5d thelox was opened that n%hl^ and flierei9tt# 
nine bad fliiUingsin it. 

One 9/ the Jury* What was the fubfcriprion for ? 

^ The fupport of the Delegaites in Scodand ; itvna propoftd 
to puhliih die names of thoTe who had giren evidence agaiuft the 
patrtotSy but ofajeded to hf ThelwaU, as it may produce itiafla^ 
crea; ijt was piopgled at that time, to chufe two Sub-Ddegaites 
to tttcnd die Perpemai Committee, to watch die Parlfaonent 
mrery night, and all to mttt every Thuxfixyf b«e for die Sub** 
Delegates it was not carried 

J^ Which part was carried f 

At A committee was diofe on that mf^ Wt I have Hot got 
Att names of diem, for die parpofe of watching die FitrfiameniSttfy* 
|ax)cee£x^ 4utdie SubuDelegates part wfts not carried i it Was 
propofed diat that committee ibould be made perpnual^ but I 
have no memorandum whedier thatwascaniedi orna 

J^ Was any propofid made forpriactiigaiif d&njg} 

jt I have mentioned^ it was pir<^>ored tt>'publil& dM" fiaam^0£ 
ihofe who had given.evidence againft die Aitribts*. 

^. You do not recoflef^aiyy dung. eUe 2 

jf. I have not got memorandums of an^ thing el& % it W9S P6» 
jcommended that hand-bills ihould be ftfipk up^ f'^f^t iH^af^ 
grievances we foftained 

j^. Youdo notrecolle^l any dung cjfei 

^ No, 

^ Was you prefent at any delegate nepitdgv UpM^jOtll 
itf Janwry? 

4^ Yes^ January the jpA^ Na 5, New CoAptoa«^ftrNi; 

J^ Was Mr. Hardy there! 

y/. YeSrwDivifion No^ i|, recommended tQ divide die metm- 
polis into diyific^is, and to open the divifioos to alH parm aodto 
reqi^ofailthore vdKo do not belong to ua, tofiibfcribe for die 
Pelegafies s diis wps r^^eired to d)e ConiKtudonal Cemnktee. 
V ^. Wfi^ wae mc^iit by opening die divifiOTS to ri| parts ? 

Jf The opening pf dipfe diyifiQns, was to endeavour tvhave 
mecdng hpu&s ail over London, of different dMfidai 6[ dia 
ff^cty^ d^e d»t UVtd WWP& to » place ef metdngy k w a ay a* 
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( TO r 

icemunended to diem to attend at the meeting neareft to them^ 
for the purpofe of colleding friends round about near that place 
where that divifion met, and fo all round London. 

^ Were any number of pcrfons ftated or agreed upon td 
compofe thefe feveral meetings ? 

A. No particular number was ftated at that time, they alws^ 
held in idea a regulation idiich they had before, that when a 
divifion was more than thirty, forty, or fixty, that it fhould 
branch oflF, and then have a new number ; but^ however, that was 
a matter that was very little attended to. 

^. No particular number were to your knowledge propofed ? 

. A. No; the Divifion Na 13 recommended that &e Dde« 

gptes be inftruded to advertife, and requeft a many fpirited 

friends that do not belong to us to come forward and fubfcribe to 

the fupport of die Delegates* 

j^. How much was to be fubicribed ? 

A. As miidi as diey could prevail upon them to fubicribef. 
Divifion Na 8, in Rotherhithe, wifbed to know if they ihould 
remove into the Borough, having had a conftable with them| 
many have loft their bufinefs, and are afraid of prefs-gangs« Tt|q 
next was the call of die houfe. 

• -% What do you mean by the call of the houfe ? 
A. The Delegates attended the call of the houfe. 
J^. Go on to the next after that ? 

A. A motion was made by Thelv^ll that there, fiiould be ^ 
pemiaiieiit- Committee of Delegates to confider of meafures to 
be purfued during the prefent pofture of affairs, and to be n 
fecret oi»e.i^ thofe of die General Committee rf Delegates chofc, 
to be filled up by other Delegates, and they were to be invefte^ 
with ardifcredonary power to report to the Committee. 
ji^ .To ]what Committee ? 

A»:Cro. die Committee of Delegates; but die Committee of 
Del^gates^ had a power to diffolve them when they pleafed. 

^: Wis it mentioned of whom the Secret Committee were tQ 
confift? : / . 

• ^'.Th»y were Martin, .Baxter, Williams> Thclvirall> and 
MpQr«iitto;.wa» carried unanimoufly, . 

^. ;-rvi''^. • ^ Was 
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' J9^ ^as there any Secretary appointed to tiie Secret Coai« 
mittee? 

A. None. 

^ What was to be the power of Ae Secret Committee ? 

A* The Secret Committee was to confider of what meafuret 
were neceflary to be adopted at that tune, and fo long as they 
ihould fit, according to die meafures that were adopted in the 
Houie of Commons. 

^ What were they to do, were they thcmfelves to aurry any 
meafure into efied, or how were they to afi ? 

A% The Secret Committee was to have a power to call the 
General Committee of Delegates togetherifi^n they faw it iilras 
necei&ry, and at any time, or at any place» This was agreed \m 
alio. 

^ What was the next thing that was carried ? 

A^ A Sub-Committee of three to confider of the beft modO: 
to increafe fubfcriptions for the Delegates in Scotland} this was 
referred to the Secret Conrniittee with full powers. 

^ What wa3 the next thing done ? . . v 

A* I'here was a letter from Margarot, but I have no memo^ 
randum whether it was read or not« 

^ Nor of the fubftance of it, have you ? 

^. No. 

^ Then go on to the next. : 

A^ It was propofed by Thelwall diat a committee of two, a* 
a committee of exigence^ ihould report to the General Com<« 
mittee. . 

^ How was that committee of exigence to be formed, two 
from all the focieties, or how to bcformed ^- 

A. I have it down here — ^A committee of twa as a committee 
of exigence to report to the General Committee^ but not ta 
publifh any thing \ but this was withdrawnr— I have here a letter 
dated the aSth of January 1794, from Old Friends New Revived^ 
that they had cdledlcd as many frigendsas poffibk^ and would 
puUifli their fentiments ; that they are eQCreafing the Briftol 
Society for conftitutional information^ 

^- Old Friends New Revived? - 

F4 ^Theji 
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. jI, They defcribc tbemfdvcs lb in the letter,r— On tfa^6^ of 
February there was a Meeting of Delegates, 

i§. Was Mr. Hardy there I 

J- Ye9» he ivas.-— The firft diiiig diat was mentioned there 
WWb ^t ft letter was reeeiveci ^om .Citizen Stiff with reijpedt 
tp his gouig down to Rotbexfaidie, on account of the Societjf 
fIbblUbed them being difturbed,— ^Motion from the Permanen| 
Committee to nominate others in their places, it being ^ Secret 
QoBunitfee^ am| thpfe that are to be appointed are not tio be 
known. This was brought forward by the Secret Committee 
ftyi^gi tlvit being a Secret Ccxnmittoe, they had found put that 
k was <]»n£erous» and therefore they applied to the Committee • 
tC Pekggies to dlfiblvfi tfaeip, and give th^ power ip chtife 
another Committee in their place ; and they likewife requefled 
Aat they might not be compelled to name the names of tbofe 
pcrfons thatt ipfore fo form die New Cqmmittee, Diviiion, No< 1 1, 
recoaunfiv)e<} the Committiee to confider of die fitHation of Hod-* 
fbn dnd his wife, he was put among the fidons, and deprived of 
feefng his friends : this was fimt back on account of the low](iefif 
f^.our fud^ lieing obliged to fuppqrt our Delegates. 

^. What Pelegates ? 

A. Delegates in Scodand^-rrModpn from Divifion 29, Aa^ 
die names of thofe who have fubfcribe^ for the diftrefled vireavers 
be printed^ and tp be pofted up ; that was not carried. A letter 
was reciyef) HI * Parcel from Shefiield from Margarot to Hardy, 
dbte4 the 7dl of jHflHVy. A kfter from Sheffield, dated die jed^ 
of January, Jpleph Scofie)d the bearer, recommended to fpend^ 
all his time in ^ (ocieties. A letter was received from Gerald^ 
recommending diem to fen^ down 4 ihprt-hand writer to take^ 
his trial. 

'. ^ Ws|S any thing dcme upqn that letter from Gerald, about 
appointing a Ibort-hand writer } 

ui It lifiis mentioned that Mr. Raxnfey charged forty pounA 
for taking M^irgarc^'^ trial \ Jenkins who was recommended 
cannot go. Sibley, ii^ Qofwell-ftreet^ lif> be applied to, to go down, 
and if he was not prevailed, upon tq go^ Hardy ihould appoin^ 
fomebofdy to go down* 

^ Wh?* 
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^ What paflW ujion die aoth of February ? 
if. The Delegate of Diyifion l8, made a motion to re- 
print the Rights of Swine, and ordered it to be printed hf 
Pearce. — Motion by Pearce, that a committee of feven be ap- 
pointed to revife the New Conftitntion, and report next Tliar& 
day evening. Refolved, that fifty thoufiind hand-bills of Lord 
Stanhope's fpeech relpe£ting the foreign troops be printed; to 
return him thanks, and to engrave the do^ne upon our hearts^ 
and tranfinit k to our pofterity* 

j^ After this time you ceafed to be a Delegate, or Ihortly 
afterwards? 
^. Yes. 

j^. This is die fubftance of what you collc£ted dunng tbe 
Bmt you was a Delegate. 
A Yes. 

^ How became ]^ou a Member of dus Society ? 
yf. By mere accident. 
J^. What is your bufinefs ? 
A. An ironmonger, and in the commiflion line; 
^ How did you become a member ? 

A I was at the fign of the Manfion-Houfe, when Ae Divi- 
fion Na 12, had a meeting there; I knew nothing at all of it, 
but die landlord had one of their printed refolutions given to 
him, and I requeued the favour of looking at it, and upon feeing 
it, my remark to him was, that it was a fociety formed for over- 
turning^ conftitution of this country, and I advifed him by no 
means to fiiiFer them to meet there any more, for if he did, he 
would certainly have his licence taken away. 

j^ Then you made yqurfelf a member of die Society ; how 
jlid you get adn^itted ? 

uf. I went up to the Society, the fame evening along with two- 
csdier gendemen that were there, I underftood that any perfon 
might go into the room ; there had been two or diree had at- 
pstnjftd it, therefore they appointed a door-keeper to admit 
none but thpfe that were members ; one of the Society endea*' 
voured to turn me out, however I went in, and had fomc con- 
verfadon with the PreQdcnt, whofe name was Watfon, and who 

was 
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y»a» at that time'fuppoled to be Secretary to Lord George Got* 
doni we were charged wid) interrupting the company; I aiked 
pardon of the Society^ faying^ I did not mean to do any thing of 
the kind^ but imderftanding the Society was on a public ground, 
I (kouldbe much obliged to them for one c^ their resolutions 
and then I ihould leave diem to dieir own deliberations. 

^ Then you were admitted a member in confequence of 
Tvfaat you had obferved ? 

jf. Yes J the following night, in Ncwgate-ftreet. 

George Lynam^ crofs-examined by Mr. Erjktne. 

Mr, Erjkine. I have very little to trouble you with, for Mr, 
Bower has very kindly put die queftions to you which I was 
dtfpoied to put \ I think you fay you are in the conuniffioa 
line? What (brt of commiffion line f 

A. Both in the Birmix^ham and Sheffield. 

j^ At this moment are you \ 

J. Not now. 

i^ How long is it fince you was in this conimrflion line ? 

jL I have been in the commiilion line, and am in the com^ 
miffion line now. 

^ I thought you (aid a moment ago, not now ? 

jL I have authority to fell by commiflion frofn different pea* 
ple^ but I do not keep, or have any ftock left with me by any 
litamifafturer at the prefent moment. 

J^ I fhould think you have hardly leifure to concern yourfelf 
with thoCb (brt of tranfadions, have you ? 

jL I have certainly leifure, and if I am to anfwer you how it 
is that I have direfted myfelf to the bufmefs, 1 fhall aiiTwer you 
ID a very candid manner, and tell you, that I am making an ap- 
flication for a bufinefs in the Eaft-India line \ that is, to attend 
at the CoSee-Houfes to take orders from the Captains and 
Mates, and different ofEcers on board, but I do that bufmefs on 
my own account. 

J^. How long is 11^ fince you firft conceived this plan, it cer-* 
tainly is a reputable one, and I don't find, fault with it i how 
long is it fince you fet yourfelf to this enquiry i 

I A^ lu 
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* *A. In afinall d^ree I Jiave done it for I fuppoTe thcTe 
years, * 

^ Taking orders £5r Cafytains and Mates, and fo oD| is :| 
inall degree ? 

A, Yes s till the laft feafon. 

^. How long is it fince you did any bufinefs oFdiat fort ? 

A. The laft feafon. 

^ And the feafon before, and fo on, for the laft feven years? 

• A. I never did fo much as I did the laft ieafon» 
^ You was an ironmonger originally ? 

A. Yes ; I was brought up to that. 

^. Where might your fliop be ? 

A I iirft of all had a warehoufe in Wood-ftreet; I removel 
from one houfe in Wood-ftreet to another, and from thence M 
Walbrook, where I have been ever fmce. 

^ You keep a fhop open there now of courie| 

A. Yes. 

^ You do ? 
. A. Yes. 

^ You have always kept your (hop open then notwithftaii&» 
ing this collateral bufinefs at die £aft-India Houi^ in the oon* 
miiHon line ?. 

A. I have always kept a warehoufe for whdefide bufinefs; I 
have never been in the retail way fince \ left; ShrimpCon and 
Company. 

. ^ You was very miich alarmed for the £ifety of the conffi^^ 
tution of the country upon reading a paper I dunk that yoor 
landlord had fiiewn you \ j 

A. Yes. 

j^. Sboiitd you know that paper if you faw it V 

A Yes. 

J^. It isthe refolulidna I believe ? 

.A' Yes; the refolutions and addreis. . It is the addrels that' 
was broi^ht out after the original ope I ftated in the mondi of 
March 1792, that was tdb finaU; afterwards it became more 
V0luminaus> and it has been m^de ufe of from dnt time to the 
|a:efent« 
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: Mr. AttBrn^ GeneraL I (hould (uppofe it was that of AI- 
adofMay? 

A No; it was the 24th of May, ijip^ 

Mr. Erjkine^ Is that the paper, fhewing a primed paper ti 
die witnefs ? 

Jt Yes ; it tsu 

^ You was alarmed, and immediately £ud to your- Ismdhii^ 
that this was a Society which would bring on the deHmftiaa'xi 
this Conftitution^ and of courfe, as a good fabjed> yon 
diately fct yourfelf to enquire into it^ and to become a 
for that purpo/e ? 

A. Yes. 

. ^. I need not aSc you, l)ecauie it foUewt of courfe, dmia 
ecder to carry on th^ p)an^ it was iiccefiary that yoa Ihadl 
feem to think as they did } 

A. Yes, 

J^. You was dpcted a Delegate \ 

A Yes. 

^ And you continued a Pelej^te undl the 13th of Jm^ 

^. Yes ; as niear as I can give you any intelligence^ 

J^ Then you fell upder fufpicIoHj you was tried a^dis* 
acquitted by a majority ? 

A. Yes, 

J^. And pray, Sir, if I might (b far enquire into the Ibnoi of 
your trial, was 0ie trial upon evidence^ or was ^ou: aoqyjM 
upon any declaration of your own ? 

y. I was tried upon evidence; I was tried upon ie^ideflce'tfat 
was broyght forward at the meeting of the Delegates, 

^ Was you aiked wj^dier (fa^r^ was any foimjaiioii ibr Aat 
charge or no ? 

4* There were four or five geiitlmiieii bronghc ftxcm^ to die 
Comniittee of Delegates to prove ^lat | was not a ^cnd to Aq 
Society; it took up a loi^g confiiteratioii^ a|)d it was yeiy hiv 
before we parked, afid alter hearing ^ that they couk} fay, sni 
from whence arofe that fit^ion, i was* fconourably acquitted. | 
havc.got down ^e iiamc^ of my accuiqry ii) tbq ccmrfe ^ mf 
. •■ minutes, 
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ll^utfS Vut I did not Ukeany kind of notice of it, n^ tkUdLuig 
' it nedefiary* 

' ^ Then being honourably acquitted, you conunued tiHMenI 
the Society regularly ? 

jf. I Was difcontinued as a Delegate ; I believe I ierved out 
for tiou ()uarter, but in ^t mcmth I went down into Seafibrd- 
ihiie^ attd into Yorkfliirei upon bufinefs^ upon an order diat I 
iMid ftom America. 

^ At what time did you firft comimmicate to any magi^ 
ftrate diat you was in the courfe of this en^iry, and whether 
you furniihed them, or any particular magiftrate, from time ta 
time, with the notes you have been reading in Court ? 

if« I confidted with a friend, and iitfonned him that there 
trtre fiidi and fuch focieties about London. 

^ I am not afking you what you infiarmed a friend ? 

jft It is neceflary I ibould ftate it ; I ihould be forry for %"« 
ing any diing that is wrong, and I wifli the world at bU'ge 
ihould know my reafon for doii^ it ; I did not dA it <^ myfelf, but 
hf ^vice i It was a gentleman diat I had received friemUhip 
from at the weft end of the town ; be recommended me by all 
means to make a report of it^ I did make a report of tt, and 
kave done. 

^ And you hate done from thne to time ? ^ 

J. Yes. 

j^ When was the firft of diofe reports made ? 

JL I bdieve the firft report that I made muft be in the mondi 
•f OAober, 1792. 

^ I OxbUI hot at preient afk you who that perfon was, and 
Whddier the report you made was to any pejfon entrufted with 
any-pubUc ftation, or merely to a private friend, to ^ny perfon 
iftvefted with magiftracy fo as to a6t upon it ? 

yf. I do not know how far I am at liberty to anfwer this 
f ueftion -, I -made my repeats to a perfon in a quarter that I was 
ma fttisfied that a proper knowledge would be had ; whether it 
kt)^a magiftrate, or whether by any body elfe, it makes no 
AflE^reoce^ I was fatisfied in my mind that thefe focieties would 
^ known by thofo reports. 
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. ^ IF you had toU me that it ipws any body vcftci wi& ilBf 
public magiftracy, I would not have aflced, hut having (aid i| 
Ifrnot a perfon in that fituation, I aik to whom it was ? 

J^ I have not iaid fo. 

J^ I wtik then to repeat my qoeftion ? 

u^. I fald I would anfwer it in the beft manner I poffih^ 
could^ and that i% whether it was a magiftrate or any odur 
yerlbn, I was (atisfied from the quarter I gave my infbrmatiot 
tH ^^t it was well known that there were thefe focieties.. . 

Sl^ Did you hear my queftion \ . 
.^ Yes. 

J^ Then furely you could not confider that as an anfwer if 
fOtt did ; I put this queftion> Was the peribn to mdiom. you 
communicated your reports in the month of Odober I792>t 
magiftrate of any fpecies or defcription, frofti a Juftice of the 
Race to a Secretary of State ? 

Lynam. If I am by your Lordfliip's diredlion to anfwer tbii 
f|iieftion dire£Uy; I certainly will* 

Lord Chief Juftice Eyre. 1 think you may fay-Aat it waso| 
1^ to a magiftrate. ? 

jl^ It was not to a magiftrate. 

Hr, Erjkine* Then to whom was it ? ^ 

Mr^ Attorney General. I objc(Sl to that queftion being putf 
fte principle which admits that it ought not to be afked if it were. 
to a magiftrate, admits that it ought not to be afked as to any 
lody elfe ; for my part I cannot fee what it lias to do with the 
juftice of the cafe. « 

M7\ Erjkine..! am furpiifcd at this objeftion ; is thisma^i tobe 
let loofe for feven hours with written papers^^and am I not to be 
permitted to try his credit ? when he fays that in the month pC 
0£lober, 1792, he informed a perfon of thefe tranfadlions, anx \ 
flot to be permitted to afk him who the perfon is to whom he 
made thofc reports ? if he anfwer s it was to fuch an individual^ 
may I not call that individual in order to fliew, peradventure, that 
tiiefe reports had nu cxiftencc at that time, or that he did not. 
ibew them to the perfon named ? I (hall be perfectly (atisfiedi 
widi whatever judgment the Court pleafe to pronounce upon 

thi* 
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Iftis occafion^ but I certainly think it my duty to infiff upon te 
fqueftion. 

Lard Chief Juftui Eyre. It is perfei^y right that all oppor* 
tunities fhould be given to difcufs the truth of the evidence 
given agaiaft a prifoner 9 but there is a ruk which has uni vexially 
obtained on account of its importance to the public for die de i 
te&ion of crimes^ that thofe persons who are die duuinel by 
means of which thatdetedion is made, fliouM not be unneceT- 
iarily difclofed : if it can be made appear that reaUy and truly i( 
is neceilary to the inveftigation of the trudi of the cafe that the 
name of the perfon /hould be difclofed, I fhould be very un«- 
willing to ftop it, but it does not appear to me that it is within the 
ordinary courfe to do it, or that there is axiy neceffity for k ia 
this particular cafe ; all that this witnefs fays is,. I (Md this ttpoa 
IKlvice ; I did from time to time communicate with a friend for 
the purpofe of its being communicated to a magiftrate» and ia 
jthat manner it was that I came to know thefe tran£u^ons« 
• If there is a rule that die channel by which diofe commuiftca- 
jlions are made fhould not be difclofed, that rule I think will 
extend to this cafe : I radier think that we have this day deter* 
mined that there is fuch a rule, and I cannot fatisfy myfelf that 
tiiere is any fubfbntial diflin<5lion between the cafe of this mail's 
going to a Juflice of die Peace, or going to a magiflrate fuperior 
to a Juflice of die Peace, or to fome other perfon who com« 
municated with a Juftice of the Peace, becaufe the communica^ 
don to a Juflice of the Peace, though it may be extremely 
nec^uy for die purpofe of bringing offences to light, yet will 
not of it&lf amount to any evidence. 

Mr. Gthhs. With great fubmifEon to your Lordfhips, the 
way in which the queflion was put to the witnefs by Mr. Erfkinc^ 
was in order to fift his credit, whether what he faid now was 
what he had always (aid; he afked him this, not who employed 
Jum, but whether he had communicated to any body vdiat 
be ha4 obferved at the meetings of thefe Societies ; his anfwer 
was, dut he had communicated it to a friend : Now with great 
Submiffion to your Lordfhips, it is the common pnuSice, that 
when a man's credit is fifted by being aiked whether he has ev^r 

tol4 



iold the iame,fio]7 to another peHbn, and he fays behasiol^ft 
to a particular perfon, he is always afked who that pardctdaf 
perfon is> if die gentleman who is examining him thinks it 
'WCMth mdiile to preft the examinadon to that extent. 

Lori Chief Jujiice Eyre* I believe in general, where k is 
not at all accompanied with the ciicumftance of its being a 
thannel of comrnunicatiQn to Government for diicover]^^ tlitt 
what ]rou fay is true ^ and the only queftion is, whether linut be 
iuch a rule for the fake of enabling die Crown to watdi mtt 
and deled great offences, the channels of communication are not 
•to be difcloied. If there be no fuch rule as that, your propo^ 
£tion is right : it appears to me that there is fuch a rule, ani 
that we have this day determined that fuch a rule extfts; and I 
4do not .foel a diftinSion between this caie and than 

Lord CbiifBarM MacdmalcU Afk him if it was anyfcrvanl 
^die public ? 

Mr^ Erjkint. Was It any fervan t - ■ ■ ■■ ■ 
> Mr. Attorney GemraL I am fure I am addreffing a Court dnl 
will always excufe a Counfel, in any fituation, who is a<£ling upoa 
public grounds, if he ihould happen to be mtftaken* I fubmit td 
your Lordfhips, that the qaeftion which Mr« Erfkine was about t# 
f)ut to the witneis, is not a queftion to be put* Widi refpefk to wfait 
has been ftated, as the principle upon which the quelKon was 
originally put, your Lordihips will permit me ilrft to (kite Wfaak 
•was the fad at the time diat this objedtion arole« My learned 
friend afked the wimefs, whether the perfon to whom he madft 
the communication was or was not a magiftrate ? As I underftood 
the anfwer of the witnefs, it was to dlis efFe£l ; that he made tht 
voromunicatian to a perfon who was in fuch a fituation ^at he faa^ 
iio doubt that the conduct of thofe ibcieties would be watched by 
diofe whofe duty it was to attend to it. The queftion immediaidjr 
|mt upon that was, if it was not a magiftrate, who was it ? 
• Now I know I ought to ftate with great diffidence, any opi* 
nion of mine upon a queftion of evidence, not having for yeari 
Attended any of Ae Courts of law, not knowing what thfc 
fra^ce of the Courts is at this day, and not being therefoft 
l^le to ftate from principle jBiduit JCiile is to be deduced from that 
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]^dice ; W in ^ couife of the early period o^ my li^ I hMf 
had a good deal t6 do with this fort of budnefs in the Courts dt 
Lraw, and I beg humbly to ftate my ovm opinion, that if die 
rule with refpc& to afking a qUeftion of a witnefs be that Ke k 
to difclofe\he channel of communication to a Magiftrate, that a 
quefiion pointing at perfons who ftand in fituations, where 
Aey cannot be ftri£tly ftated as ading as Magiftrates, but at the 
fiune time have refped to the public office of magiftracy, is ft 
queftion that is not to be put* 

My friend (ays, ought I not to try the credit of die witne&7 
I happen, in the habit of my own profeffion for the laft fix years^ 
to know the practice in the Court of Exchequer; it is a fort d 
tiling that occurs every day : a witneis lays, I had an informal 
tion that the defendant had committed an offence againft the 
revenue laws, for which he would incur a forfeiture of thirty 
thoufand pounds, if you chufe fo to ftate it What is die prin* 
dple upon which the Court, by you, (hall never aflc where he 
got that information i It may be laid, it is necefiary I ikould 
know this, becaufe it may be extremely efkntiai in trying tho 
credit of the witneis who fpeaks to other fads, that I may knoM^ 
lu8 oredit as to other hStSj by trying how far he is credible, to 
the fads he ftates of A. or B. But what fays a Court of JufHoeu 
A Court of Juftice does not fit to catch the little whifpers or 
die huBzas of popularity } it proceeds upon great principles of 
l^aiefal juftice ; it fays that individuals moft fuffer inconveni-» 
•BceS) radier than great public mifchief fhould be incurred; 
ioj it %8, diat if men's names are to be mentioned who inters 
pofe in fituations of this kind, the confequence muft be, that 
prest Grimes will be paifTed over viritbout any information being 
^iKani about them^ or without perfons taking diaC part wfaidb 
isdwayaa diiagreeable part to take, but which at t^ &mo tim# 
it is neceffiury ftouM be taken for die intereft of the piiblie. I 
fcf tkeii, diftt die objeaion to die quflion now propofed to bo 
pof^ ri#ay8 ftadng that objedion, with the utmoft deference to 
feurL6rdflii^ vAAOt 1 do from a ienfe of duty founded upoa 
Muit 1 diinW die deareft prind|*e of duty «o every in^vidual 
«ft» fermt 1^ psrc 6f dM eoiMluaity. I ibtt dHS-^dial aAit 
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&e \ritnefs has diftiiv^ly (kid that he mentioned this to a pa^'* 
fon who was to communicate it to thofe who would necei&rily 
take care of the interefts of fociety, in confequence of that infor- 
mation being commimicated, that that channel of communication 
brings the name of that perfon within the rule the Court has 
laid down. 

Mr. Jujiice Buller. Did the witnefs fay he mentioned it to 
this friend for the purpofe of its being ccraimunicated to a public 
oificer? 

Mr.RrJkine. No. 

Mr. Juftice Grofe. " I am latisfied that from the quarter 
** where I gave my information the Societies would be known j" 
'J believe thofe were the words. 

Lord Qjief Juftice Eyre. I have it thus: " He made a re- 
** port to one, who, he was certain, would communicate it, bm 
y^ not to a magiftrate/* 

Mr. Gibbs. I think he iaid before that, " I confulted with i 
^ 'friend who recommended it to me.'* 

Lord Chief Juftice Eyre. He did fo. 
' Mr. Erjkine. The manifeftation of innocence is as great \ 
principle in the adminiftration of juftice as the punifhment of 
crimes. 

Nr. Attorney General. Moft furely. 

Mr. Erjkine* I will go back again, widi the permiffion d 
the Court, in my examination. You told me that in the mondi 
Oflober, 1792, you made a report; by making a report, d^ 
you mean that you fhewed that book to any body in Novembei^ 
1792, which you have been now reading from ? 

j1. I did not. Your original queftion was to know how It 
,was that I gave a communication i there has been a mifundtt- 
fianding, how it was that I did give any information i I told jfoii 
r was advifed by a friend to give a communication, and t^. 
from him I was recommended to give that communication, ami 
I gave it in a quarter— I believe diefe were the exprefe words—* 
I gave it in a quarter that I was well (atisiied diat it would \ft 
known, that there were dbefe fort of Societies in London; tfat 
ttiftakc that has been Qiade iS| that I continually cgauxuuucanA 
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With this gentleman diatlfirft of all confulted : I never few dia£ 
gentleman afterwards, but the channel, the quarter Aat he iir 
reeled me to, I purfued all the way through, 

J^. You was advifed by a friend, to whoiii^ no doubt, you had 
communicated what you knew, to make that conimunication to 
a perfon whom that friend recommended ? 

A Juft fo. 

^ Was that friend^ who advifed you to make that repre- 
fentation, a magiftrate ? 

^. No. 

^. Then who was that friend t 

Mr. Attorney General I really muft obje£t to the queftioru 

Mr. Erjkine. My queftion is not — ^who the perfon is to 
whom his friend recommended him to make the communica- 
tion, becaufe he has faid that the perfon he went to, by the re- 
commendation of his friend, was a channel from whence Go- 
vernment was likely to be informed \ therefore I did not mean 
to put any queftion in the teeth of what the Court have re- 
folved : But I have only this to fay, that I was nfSt prefent iii 
the morning when your Lbrdlhips detenhined it My queftion 
|iow is, who was the friend (which friend was not a magiftrate) 
that did advife the witnefs to make the comtnunication to an- 
other perfon ? 

. Lord Chief J uftice Eyre. If the principle be right, I am oi 
opinion it extends to that queftion, becaufe the difcloiing who 
the friend was that advifed him to go to a magiftrate, is a thing 
which jmts Aat friend in a fituation into which he ought not to 
be put, and which it is inconvenient to general juftice that 
he ihoaldbe put. 

Mr. Erjkine, Suppofmg, for inftance, tjiat I were in poftef- 
fitm of evidence, but which I could not poflitly produce to con- 
toulid this witnefs^ that he had made no fuch communication 
tt> any living being at that time ; that this is all an invention 
ftnd&brication, (I ftate it only for arguments fake, which I have 
a.ti^t to do) how is it pofEble I fliould do it, if I cannot be 
■Bowed to extraft from the witnefs who the perfon was to whom 
}tt made die comiminicauon, and ^o advifed him to give in- 
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fcririatidh £6 ferile other perfon. It will be afked, is it art h^ 
noiirable thing ? Is It to be fuppofed that> in this conntrjr, 
the law and the liberty of the fubjefi — and, I truft, that the law 
smd £he liberty of the fubjedl will always go togedier, and I 
Kope in God that the time will hever arrive when the huzzas of 
popularity fhall be agaihft the Government and Adminiftrationj 
but that the Government and Adminiftration Ihall be fo con- 
duftied as to carry along with them thofe huzzas of popularity 
which always attend a government well adminiftered — if thatbe 
fo, all I want to know is, that which can expofe no man to con* 
tumely^ namely, that he has adviied a peribny who tells him 
that He haS difcovered fomething, which^ ^rroneoufly or odier- 
wife, he conceives to be a cbnfplracy againflr the public> and, 1^ 
Ays, go fo a magiftrate, 

Suppofe I was to adviie any ihan who tdd mt he had dif- 
covered fomething which he fliought the public were intercftc4 
in knowing, I mould fay, I am bufy, I am ho magiftrate, I ad-* 
vHe you to go to the Secretary of State, and tell it ; fhould I 
think I was at all brought in queftion for having given an ad- 
vice which I could ftahd to in the face of the whole world ; 
ftow then can the public be afFe£led by it, if I was to go on 16 
aifk him afterwards, who is that fiiend to whom ydrx made fimf 
communication ? If it were not for what the Court has alreadf 

J'jfonbunced, 1 fliould fay, that the f;ini^ arguriicnt will eVtti go 
imher, namely, that if 1 were to call upon the man to whoili 
he made the communication, I could not extra<9: from ftat mail 
any thfng he faid, but I could afk that man, did the witneft 
make the communication to you ? Suppofe the wimefs lajrs, I 
communicated this in the month of November, 1792, to Mi** 
White, the Solicitor of the Treafury, fliould not I have a rfght 
to afk the Solicitor of the Treafury, whether that fa£k wtWt 
true or ho ? I could not go oh to afk Mr. White what fee tt<l 
communicate to him, but I could afk him, whether, in poiiit tf 
hQy he hid communicate it to him ? And if he were to ISj^, •! 
never faw the man in the month of Ndvember, 179^^ at iJl'; 
2 got the communication from another channel ; I hever flfcw bfil 
fiice tin I faw him in this Court, would not ijiat ihakc ttH -ib'^ 
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dk of di/e witnels with any maa of underftanding ? I appcer 
hend it woujkl. 

It (eems to me, therefore, With the greateft fubmiflion to the 
Court, that the public is guarded bjr that dtftiiK^iions and, in 
the CQurfe of the djfcharge of my duty at the bar, I hope I ihall 
Co di&ifkgmlh the cafes, that, in preferving the liyes and liberr . 
ties of thofe who are to be tried, the Law and Conftitutlon of 
the Country may thrive along wldi them ; and they never caij 
(thrive unlefs they thrive together. I think there is wholefpme 
juftice in it. All I propofe to zfk this witnefe is the firft quef- 
tion ; I cannot afk the fecond, becaufe I will not attempt to 
aflc what the Court has decided muft not be aiked; I fubmit he 
muft ftate the name of the perfon to whom he communicate^ 
it; then have I not a right to fubpoena that perfon. I wSl 
jthcn afk, when did you tell it him ? at what place ? who were 
jNrefent ? Then I aik that perfon, is* it true ? But if I were to 
go on further, and afk, what did he communicate ? in prder 19 
try the truth qf this writing, there your Lordfhip^ ^yould ftop 
me. I apprehend that is the diftin£tion« 

Jl^. Gibbs. I fubmit to your Lordfhips whether this is not 
^e difti^dion : That where an informer ia the Exchequer pro* 
peeds upon ;m information of £i£ls— cooununicated by.^uiother 
peifoni th^the ihould not be called upon to difclofe the per^ 
/on giving him the information : But it is perf<^£Uy ,new to vkp^ 
]l copfef^ I have no doubt it is my ignorance, I mean bl^e- 
^d>le ignorance, becaufe }, ought to be better informed in ix^ 
|»Q&ffian^ but I never have met with an inftaace in which it 
Jias been. objeAed to afking a witnefs, upon crofsre^aouxution^ 
.who die peji;f9J(i was to whom he comn[iunicated a hQt that be 
jbtes^ becaufe it happens that the perfon to whooihe didcgqir 
jzuuiicate.tl^at fai^i did advife him to comrnunicate it fvirther t^ 
^ Aiagiftrj^te, I know it is eftabl^fh^d in the Qqurt^ in ,whic||i 
^fOp^ JU>r(}ibip long prefided^ that whex^e s^i i^rqier ^ coqir 
j(nun)C2^d.fa£is to a perfon, and that pecfofji )»3 af%^ uppn th^ 
iqom^iuniqation of t^fe fiuSb^ they Cftnopt afk la^ brougl^ 
|hp(e b^ |tP hi^ ^Iqnowle^e ; t^ut whe^ ypa afk a wyti^y 
^t^e^ be ,fa^ 5g^qBB\iBic^ it to anyjC^r J«f<Wj. and l^p 
. . G J «dla 
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^dls you he has, whofe name he does not mention, becaufe h^ 
iav§ that perfon advifed him to communicate it to a magiftrato, 
I think it never has been held, in a Court of Juftice, that that 
3vas an objection to the queftion. 

Lord Chief Jujlice Eyre. There is fome doubt in the Court 
|iow the bSt ftands, whether, in confequence of the firft advice Aat 
ke received from his friend, he afterwards difclofed thofe circum- 
ftances to the fame friend, by whom he fuppofes it to be com- 
niuniqit^d regularly to fome magiftrate ; or whether he applied 
to fome other perfon. I underftood him that he applied to fooiA 
other perfen himfelf. 

Lord Chief Baron Macdonald. My reafon for wifliing him tQ 
^e afked, whether the perfon, to whom he originally made Ac 
communication, was a magiftrate or not^ was exafUy upon Ac 
fame principle as piy Lord Chief Juftice now ftates. I couU 
wifh it to be diftindily known, whether the perfon to whom he 
firft mentioned it was the perfon that communicated it to a mat 
giftrate, or a perfon who fimply advifed him to communicate it 
to a magiftrate. 

Mr. Attorney General. I vjrifti to have it underftood that the 
objedion I now take is this : That Mr. Erfkine has no right t« 
afk the witnefs who it was that advifed him to give the infor- 
mation to a perfon who ftands in the fituation of a magiftrate; 
for, I fay, the perfon, by whofe advice the information is giveii| 
IS, to all intents and purpofes, the informer. I wifli to explain 
myfelf ; who this perfon was, and what effefi it may have in the 
evidence, it may be impertinent to fuggeft ; what it is intended 
to prove, really I do not know; but your Lordfliips will recol- 
lect that I ftand here as the profecutor for the public ; \i I were 
in my own caufe I could lacrifice, at my own pleafure, princi* 
pies which appear to me to be the principles of public juftice; 
but, in the fituation in vriiich I ftand, I do not know how I can 
regulate my condu£t better towards the public, and towards the 
prifoner, than by afting upon the principles of law, as I un« 
derftand them, admitting, at the iame time, that no man is 
more likely to be miftaken : But this I will fiay diftinSly, that I 
would not trouble your Lordfliip widi tibe ofcjeaioii diat I«m now 
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fRting, if i was not .perfeflly convinced, upon the beft judg- 
ment I can form, that the queftion cannot be put to die vntJ* 
nefs ; and I mean, according to my duty, and with very hum- 
ble deference to your Lordfhips, to beg to have your Lordihips' 
opinion. 

I know very well that it may be very ftrongly argued, as it is 
very ftrongly argued by my learned fnends, why, how are we to 
find out whether a witnefs does or does not fpeak truth ? If we 
cannot afk him this fort of queftion— who advifed you to do fo 
ftnd fo ? Suppofe he fays Mr, White, the Solicitor for the Trea- 
fury, fhould not I call upon that gentleman? not, fiiys my 
kamed friend, (and I wifli your Lordfliips to try this reafon- 
ing) not to afk what were the particulars of the communica- 
tion, but to afk the faft, whether this perfon did or did not ad- 
vife with him in the year 1792? Now what is the reafon that 
you cannot afk the particulars of the advice ? The very lame 
reafon why you cannot afk to the fed, whether he advifed with 
him or not, videlicit, that in the given cafe it fuppofed a prin- 
ciple of public juftice, which overbalances the private mifchief 
^t happens in the cafe ftated. 

In the Court of Exchequer it unqueftionably happens every 
day, that a witnefs fays I received an information that there 
were run-goods at fuch a place, I went there, and found them. 
There it is impoilible to dfeny that the reafoning is juft, which 
(ays, tbat the credit of a witnefs may be tried by afking him, 
who did you receive the information from ? where ? under what 
circumftances ? and if the man were bound to anfwer to thofe 
queilions, and he had fpoken falfely, with refpeft to the when 
and the where he had received it, or under what circumftances, 
if it refted upon his evidence, when you had falfified it with 
rdped to the preceding particulars, you could not believe him 
as to the fubfequent particulars, and the defendant muft be ac- 
quitted. . Nobody will deny but that it is a hard cafe, but it 
has become a fettled rule, becaufe private mifchief gives way to 
public convenience ; and it is anhardfhip which occurs in par- 
ticular cafes, in confcquence of the ne^effities of public juf- 
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T9 explain myfeIf-*-witiiout making any profeffions nen 
Qiefiing ciy own condufi:, I mi^t &irly fay, I ought ta 
have my gown ftripped oS my back, if I, a£Ung upon any 
thing but convi^on that I am right upon principle, and a 
principle that I cannot, in my fituation, facrifice — fuppofit 
the prifoner now trying, in the courfe of a traniadion of 
that kind, where the eonfequence of his being convide4 
Ivas not what it is in this fort of cafe, but that which, widl ' 
feTpeft to his pecuniary fortune, would ruin him over ani 
over again, the abftra£t juftice ci the cafe is exa^y the fiunei 
and yet it is quite clear that that dire£i: queftion, who gave 
you information) iq eonfequence of which you profecttte for 
tboie penalties which are to ruin the defendant ? could not be 
a&ed. Then I a(k ^is, whether, in common itvk^ and upon 
principle, the man who advifes him to inform, is not fubftai* 
tially and really the informer— r-and whether the principle of lawi 
which has iaid that you cannot afk this queftion, becaufe ti» 
eonfequence <^ afking the queftion will be, that thofe who may 
not have nerves fo ftrong as my friend and myfelf, who would aot 
care a birthing if our names were mentioned; but great fiUfiN 
bers of perfons in the world would ^ot choofe to haye their npmes 
mentioned on fuch occafions; and with refpe£t to that f^Iiiig^ 
c^ it fear, or imprudent referve, it is a iubftantial princi^ ill 
law, that 9 ms^i (hall i^ have his name difclofed^ . I hivp 
thought it my duty thus to i^te the grounds of my obje^oa« 
I have made it, becaufe I am Gonykiced the obje^on i$ ngtei 
when I ftate that, your Lordfl^ip vvill eafily believe, I 49 not 
pi:an to contend that it is right, becaufe I am convince^ it \% 
right, but becaufe I cannot, I think, difcharge my duty to tfai 
public without ftating my ol?je<ftion as I fee} the d^*e£Uon; an4 
in cafes of this great v^eight and importance, and indeed in any 
cafe, I do not know hpvv the Attorney General of tibe cpuBtry 
can propeed more fafely tbaA ^^ccosiihg to Jija town notions i 
they may \i^ miftaken ones, b\^ ^uxording to hi^ OWD iH>tio|i 
pf what the rule of juftice is, 

hor4'Chisf Juftict £yri. J, for my own^par^ adhere t^orf 
ppinion. I thjnk vyre muft ftan^ upon the principle and .d# 

; . wbcB 
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when we run into very nice difti^i^ipns upon a prindplc» ve 
get into difficulties from whence I never know how to di&iH 
tangle myfelf, or to relieve my mind. The queftion is, whether 
if it be oppofed, any of the channels, by which this infarmar 
tion and difcovery comes to the officers of the Crown, ihou]4 
be unnecefiarily difclcrfed? I Kay unneceilarily, becaMfe it is oa 
part of this &£k at all whether this man did or did not mentioa 
tibis circumftance to this friend of his, or whether this friend of 
lli$ gave him any particular advice. The only way in whicb it 
i$ permitted to be afked is, becaufe it may enable the defend* 
ant, by drawing out circumftances collateral to the fa^ to dia^ 
Uifli a contradidion to the wi^efs upon thqfe $:oIlateral ciTt 
cumftances, aiwl fo to affect his credit Now that would be true 
of every queftion that the wit of man could fuggeft ; yet^ yo* 
doubtedly, there are many queftions which, even upon a cfo&- 
examination, a Counfel is not permitted to afk. My apprehen* 
fion is, that among thofe queftions which are not permitted t9 
be alked, are all thofe queftions which tend to the diicoyery of 
the channels by whom the difclofure was made to the office of 
juflice ; that it is upon the general principle of the coovenieinoe 
pf public juftice not to be difclofed; that all perfons iathat 
iituation are protedied from the difcovery ; and that, if it is o^ • 
je£ted to, it is no more competent for the defendant to a(k wh9 
^ perfon was that advifed him to make a difclofure, than it is 
to whom he made the difclofure in confequence of that advice— p 
ifaan it is to afk any other queftion reipeding the channel of 
cammunlcatbn, or all that was done under it. I oever caa 
lliftinguifb, for my own part, the cafes j if my brothers are (a- 
tisfied there is fudi a diftindtion, I fiiall be glad to fubmit tQ 
their opinion s but I think the principle extends to this cafe ; 
|br, undoubtedly, an immediate anfwer to the queftion puts the 
pcribn, who gave this advice, into the fituation defcribed by Mr. 
Attorney General, of being, in fubftance, the informer to Go* 
venunent of this tranlatStion which this man difclofes. I am 
of opinion, therefore, withiipi the general rule jipop this fubje^ 
ifaie queftion ought not to be afked. 

ii^rdChi^ B$r$n MaodnnaU* It feems you are agreed nc>w 
1 with 
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with refpeft to this feft, namely, that the perfon, to whom Ae 
witiiefs fays he made the firft difclofur^, was neither a magif- 
trate, nor any perfon concerned in the executive government of 
the country, and that from that perfon he received advice no longer 
to apply himfelf to him, becaufe that was of no ufe, but that he 
fliould apply himfelf to fome perfon, either in a magifterial 
charafter, or in fome way concerned in the government of the 
country. There is no rule more facred, undoubtedly, than tfc* 
yott ought not to afk any witnefs a queftion by which it (hould 
be difclofed to what magiftrates or officer of the executive go- 
vemment he gave communication ; and were I fatisfied that the 
friend, to whom he difclofed this matter, was in any way a link 
in the communication, or a channel truly and fubftantially in 
the communication, I fhould certainly think that rule appliecj 
to him. On the other hand, it feems to me that upon a crofs- 
cxamination it is material, when a perfon at a diftance of time gives 
an account of tranfaftions, to know whether it was then for the firft 
time that he gave that account, or whether he gave that account re* 
cently after the tr^faftion, or when he gave it, as that is a mat<* 
from whence important inferences may arife for die defendant 

I think that that queftion (hould be afked, unlefs there (hould be 
a very great public inconvenience on the other fide, which renders 
it much better for public juftice in general, that the defendant 
fhould lofe the benefit of that queftion. In the particular in- 
ftance it docs appear to me, that a perfon not executing ma- 
giftracy is in no fituation to make it dangcroits. A mere pri- 
vate perfon fimply faying, do not come to me, but go to (bmc 
perfon that can be of ufe, I think — as no poiTible difadvantagc 
can arife in a cafe of that kind — it is a fair queftion to be afted, 
in order to afcertain how a matter of this fort, alarming him, 
and attrafting his attention, was or not revealed by him. I 
mean to draw the line diftinftly in this way, that this perfon 
not being connedted either vrith magiftracy, or the executive 
government, it docs not feem to me, in point of faft, to fell 
within the rule, which rule I hold facred. 

Mr. Baron Hotham. The vntncfs has faid, he communicated 

this to his friend, under an imprcffion and full pcrfuafion that 
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through him the intelligence which he gave was to be conveyed 
to a magiftrate J that he has diftin£Hy faid. Now the queftion, 
as it feetns to me, does turn upon the principles of public po- 
licy. I confefs, for my own part, that upon thofe principles I 
cannot fee any diftinftion between making a difclofure to the 
fnagiftrate himfelf, or making it to any perfbn who is to com- 
municate that difclofure to the magiftrate ; the principle is, that 
public juftice demands, in many cafes, that fort of fccrecy, 
without which govenunent could not be carried on. There are 
many cafes^ we all know, where it is of the laft importance to 
us all diat {hch fecrecy ihould be obferved^ and it is admitted 
on all hands, that if the commuiucation is made to a magiftrate, 
you fhall not oblige the witnefe to difclofe who that magiftrate 
is I that is for Ae purpofe of public juftice to the country. 
NoAv here this man has communicated to his friend, for the 
purpofe, and under the perfuafion of his going direfUy to a ma« 
giftrate, being advifed by him to do what he did. I cannot 
myfdfy I confefs, diftinguifh the iituation of that friend from 
Ac fituation of a common informer-^and we know very well 
that it would not be permitted to afk that qUeftion of him->-t 
herfe I confider this (I am forry tp difier from my Lord Chief 
Baron) as a link of the fame diain; I do confider diat it 
makes no fort of difference whether the intelligence is direftly 
conveyed to the magiftrate, or by more indiredl means; the 
purpofe for which it i$ difclofed to this man is, that of being 
jConveyed to the magiftrate; and I think upon principle tliat 
public juftice would be defeated if fuch a thing was allowed. 

Mr. Juftice Buller. Cafes have been alluded to refpe6ting 
offences committed againft the revenue laws, and therefore I 
paid the utmoft attention to what has fallen upon this fubjt^dl 
from my Lord Chief Juftice, my Lord Chief Baron, and my 
brother Hotham, becaufe they are better acquainted with thofe 
cafes than I am. The principle, as taken from them, I fhould 
be difpofed to pay the utmoft defe^^encc to, and I think I do not 
differ from my Lord Chief Juftice in the principle he has laid 
dQwn^ perhaps in the applicatipn of it I (ball differ only a little, 

and 
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md I (2Sicy my brother Hotham and I dliFer In the ^ppUcatioii 
of the law^ r^er than in the application of the b£ks. 

My Lord Chief Juftice, wd my Lord Chief Baron, botb 
£iy, the principle is that the difcovery is neceflary for die puTT 
poie of obtaining public juftice ; and if you call for die naxnf 
of the infcnmer in fuch cafes, no man will make a difi:oveqr^ 
ftfid public juftice will be defeated. Upon diat ground, there* 
^Mre, it is, that the informer, for the purpofe of a public profer 
cution, {hall not be difclofed. This principle goes to exclude 
llpe queftion refpe£ling die feccmd perfon, diat is, the peribn t^ 
whom die witnefs, after havixig confulted his friend, went t» 
diiclofe aS that paflbd; but the mi^terial thing to be cofh 
£dered here is» i^hether the witnefs (hould anfwer die firft 
queftion. Now let \is fee how diat fy^ ftaods. J agree m^ 
way brother Hotbam, if a middle man is made the 4:hannel cf 
communication, he ought to receive the fame prote&ion as dit 
£rft peribn to whom it is n^^entioned ; but upon the bdi of diif 
cafe I take it to be qiute otherwife, becaufe die witneis, accordr 
ing to the evidence he has given, does not communicate to anr 
other man, for die purpofe of prevailing upon that odier man 
to go to a magiftrate to make die diiclofure, but confults him 
merely in the chara^or of a private friend, referving in his OKO 
lireaft to determine afterwards whether he (hould or not nsi^ 
dm difcovery, which Aould or not draw the atteipition of any 
peribn in office* 

Now if his firft converfation was merely with a private frieQ4» 
in order to make up his mind whether he fhould or not make 
the difcovery to fome perfon afterwards, fpr the purpofe of en- 
quiry or profecution, and referving in his own mind whether ^ 
Ibould or not follow the advice of that private friend, it feeton 
tome the cafe is difFereijit, and this is, I dunk, an anfwer to 4^ 
arguments Mr* Attorney General has ufed ; be has ably and ior 
genioufiy put it upon this ground, that the perfpn who gave dv^ 
witnefs the advice is, to all purpofes, to be confidered as d^ 
difcoverer. I cannot ^ree to that, bec^i^e it never was die iiv* 
tention, in the communiqitioa vioAq by the witnefs, that his 
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friend ihould be the difcoverer; he only afked bim (bme qiie£r 
tions for the purpofe of making up his own mind whether he^ 
the witnefi) ihould make the difcovery or not; therefore I can« 
not confider that perfon, who was merely confulted as a private 
friend, as being the difcoverer. My. opinion upon the whole isy 
that he ought to anfwer the firft queftion, but not the fecond- 

Aff. yujiice Grofe. In this cafe, it feems to me, that we all^ 
agree about the principle, the queftion is, who is right in die 
application of that principle; for we do moft perfedly ^reein 
^s principle, that the name of the inf$mur is not to be UkU 
dofed ; that Is the law ftated ; that is die law agreed and argued 
upon by the Counfel on both fides. Then the queftion in diis 
cafe is, whether this perfon, whofe name is afked, is to be con-J 
fidered as the informer. Now the evidence is this ; I confulted with 
a friend, who advifed me what to do, and to make a report. I did, 
ioj and I have done it from time to time. Then in confequence 
of whofe advice is it that this is done ? In confequence di this 
man's advice, whofe name is now a(ked. If it is in confequence 
ef his advice, I muft confeis it does feem to me dut, e& 
femially and fubftantially, and according to every idea of good 
fenfe, he muft be confidered to be the informer : But it is very 
true that, perbs^s in the coorfe of this inveftigation, die name 
of fome other perfon may be enquired, whofe name it may not 
be competent to afk, and the reafon may be this, that in the 
courfe of diis bufinefs there may be more informers than one, and 
4xt Ikne principle that applies to one, will a4>pl7 of courfe to the 
odiers ; and when I find that the evidence is, that this man ad^ 
Tifed die witnefe what to do, I muft confefs that the witne& 
having aded in confequence of that advice, he feems to me t0 
be as efleatially the iitfbrmer as any one perfon can be in this 
cafe, becaufe if it had not been for his advice, non conjlat^ tfadi 
this would have been done. I dierfore, however unwillidg I 
am, and I am always exceedingly unwiUing in a cafe mdiere life 
is at ftake to fliut the door of evidence, yet vrfiere a point of 
great conftitutional law^ that vi^ich is to affedl the public juf- 
tice of the kingdom is in queftioD» Lmuft deddc upon it «6 nsqf 

con^ 
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conviftron telb iric is right, at the fame time lamehting thatf 
there fhould be fiich ,a diflRerence in the Court as there is now, 
becaufe I am very willing to confefs, that it has not been the 
habit of my praftice, never having fat in that Court, where thofe 
queftions moft frequently arife^ to decide upon thofe queftions ; 
but, however, the little ability I have I muft employ upon die 
fiibjed^ and taking the rule and the principle to be, that the 
name of the informer is not to be difclofed, I can only look to 
whether this perfon, whofe name Is referred to^ is the informer 
or not ; he appearing to be effentially the informer, I think> ac- 
cording to the rule of law, the queftion ought not to be put. 

ikfr. Erjkine. Did you communicate any other part to this per-k 
fon from whom you received that advice I 

A. No. 

S^. Was that before or after you had been at the Society \ 

J. After. 

^ How long after ? 

A I communicated it in the month of Oftober: immediatdy 
after I knew that there were Societies of this fort, I ccnnmu- 
nicated it to this friend of mine ; he is a gentleman of very 
confiderable property 

^ Let us have nothing about him. Now you know it it 
not legal to name him, you are going to give me a defcripdoa 
of him. 

A. His advice to me was, to give information ; this was after. 
I was- acquainted that there was fuch a Society as the London 
Correfponding Society ; in confequence of that advice I gave 
information immediately, which was in the fame month of 
OAober, 1792, and I continued it to the month of Februaryir 

^. Did you communicate your reports in writing from time 
todmef 

A. In writing. 

^ Did you give copies of them? 

A. I gave copies. 

^ You have nodiing dfc, have you, in your book, except; 
fiax which relates to this bufinefe i 
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i. I do not inunediately recoUefl: — I believe I haTC fomc. 

^ In that book you have been reading from moft of the 
day? 

A, I have two of them, 

J^. Is there any thing that relates to your private bufinefe in 
other of them \ 

A. I have fome private memorandumsg. 

^ Fold them down, if they are loofe ; we do not want to 
concern ourfelves with your af&'u's, or any thing that does not 
itbte to this bufinefs. Did not you appropriate thefe books for 
tliis fort of information ? 

/ I did. 

• ^.. What leads you then to apprehend that there are any 
other matters relative to your other buiinefs in them ? 

■ A. I have this reafon, becaufe I had a communication, and 
bd information from diiFefent gentlemen; and, occafionally, I 
made a memorandum of that communication, and I fhould not 
iviih &tf that to be feen. 

^ Look over your book. 

A. It is impoflibl^ for me to do it in this light ; I wilt look the 
iQpkover; I have no objeAion; I will go into any room and 
look it over, and I Ihall dve you the book with the greateft 
pkafiire imaginable. 

• 1^ I am not afking any favour of you, or wlfhing for any 
tUag ^t I am not entitled to have. 

A. I do not wifh, by any means, to report any thing but what 
ilabfolutely the faft; nor would I wifh to withhold any diing 
dia( I do not think is right to .be mthheld. I know there are 
Cne private memorandums, and it is impoffible for me to look 
dtti through now, while I ftand here. 

^ Then take thofe out, and let us have the book to-mor- 
tow. 

/ I am very ready and willing. 

Mt^ Attorney General You will attend to what the gendemad 

> , . • ' •■ 

lA I am perfcSljr williug. 

Mr, 
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AIK Erjkine. You have foihe papers ^mt are not mucirf 
wAi any tlung of that fort i 

uf. I am not fure that there are no memorandums of that 
kind on them. 

j^ Was it the cuftom at thefe meetii^s of the Delegates of 
die Correfponding Society for the members to take notes of all 
dtatpafled? 

A. That was always a regular rule. 

^ For every Delegate to ftt down every thing that pafied) , 

A. Sometimes there was a communication which has been 
conceived by the Chairman not proper to be communicated to 
die Divifions ; and Margarot has faid, you muft not commoni* 
cate this i and a$ to this book that you are afking for, the Dele- 
gates virere allowed to take reports or information, whedier from 
ibt Chairman, or any of the Delegates, either with regard to a 
letter, or any other matter. The Chairman has laid, thoiq^ 
you are Informed fucb a thing has been wrote or has happeoedi 
though you are allowed to take a minute of it, we tell you it it 
not fit it fhould be communicated to the Divifions ^ but tbat 
]Kite$ were allowed to be taken at all times is true. 

j^ I am not aiking what was allowed, but whether it viM 
||be practice ? 

J. It was the praftice every night. 

J^ It was the pra&ice for other members to do as you have 
been doing, to fet down, in a loofe paper, or in a book, all 
ibe tranikd^ions that then happened ? 

jI. It was. 

^ And the fubftance of what every body faid ? 

A I have beard of fome reports made by other people ; tfaii 
circumftance might ftrike me, and another circumftance might 
lifike another, which I might not take particular notice o^ or 
think it worth while to put dow;i. 

^ You do not profefs that what you have been reading is a 
IPgukr accpom of the moft material fafts that occurred; but 
that they were fuch as W9re moft fuitable for your purpofe fsk 
fet down? 

^. I do 
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'Ai t do ndtkiidvi^iiowtoanfwer that qud^oii, as j^ou pot it^ 
t do concave diat a Delegate^ being fent to know what bufindk 
die Sodet^ was tmnia&ii^^ that he .(hould take die beft account 
of it that he poffibly could. 

^ Thatwas when a man was really a Delegate, but^ouwas 
not there as a real bona fide Delegate^ but fbr.the par{x>fes of 
jiiftice? 

A. I was eted^ aDdegate^ as I ftatecl, in the beginning of 
November j 1792, and continued £> t^l ^ month of June, 1793. 

^ I do not feem to make myfelf underftood ; di J you fet 
down every thing faithfully tliat pafTed, or only fele£l fuch matter 
as appeared mxA material for the public to knowi 

Ak I put down every thing I poQibly could ; but I did not put 
down eV^ery thing diat did pafs, nor was it in die power of 2JKf 
(of die Delegates to do fo; biit it was die invariable pra£bice of 
flie Ddegates to make minutes either upon paper, or in books, 
fiir die pUrpofe of communicadng what had been tranfad^ at 
die meeting of Delegates at die nejct divifidn, it dieir meetings, on 
difieretitiughts, from Thurfday to Thurfday« 

^ Then thofe are the very reports that yoii Wduld have made^ 
hftd you been bona fide a Ddegate, and doing your duty as fiich 
to diat Society i 

A. I made diefe ndtes as a real bona fide Delegate to No. 23. 
I made diofe reports at diat divifiom 

j^ Have^you been in no other Way of dealing, but an iron* 
monger, and in this omimiffion Way; have not you kept a dlina 
fhop? 

A. Never. 

j^ Wheii you (^ommumcated to this peribn, wbo^ you thought, 
woidd go and bommunitate it to a magiflrate, did you rett fatis- 
fitd diat your friend Woifld do fo| or did yoii at any dme goto a 
magifti^e yourfelf* 

A. I informed yoU, wheit yOii afked ihe diat queition, diat the 
faibrmttdon, Was not given to a magidrate i I told yoti diat it 
«rali by die advice of a friend, who confirmed my oWn opinion^ 
Mttrtained at the fitft* WhenI found this Society at die fign of 
tbe Manfion-Houfe, It was abfolutcly neceilary k (hould bt 
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known; he recommended me to that qtiarter, ivhich quarter! 
was perfuaded was that of a certainty. 

Lord Chief Jujtice Eyre. You are aiked a fimple queftion; 
Did you yourfelf go to any magiftrate ? 

A I went to no magiftrate ; but was advifed to go to anoAer 
quarter^ and I went to that quarter 

Lord Chief Jujtice Eyre. I wifh you would not overpoinr 
the Counfel or me with words. You are aiked a iimple queffioOi 
whether you did, or not, go to a magiftrate I 

A. I did not. 

Mr. Erjkine. Did you learn from your friend, iirfiofe name I 
do not a(k, whether he had, in point of fa^ laid from time 
to time, the communications before a magiftrate, that you laid 
before him for that purpofe ? 

A. I gave that information myfelf. 

J^ Did you deliver your reports, from time to time, to tli* 
quarter ; or did you deliver them inuhediately to fome magiftnte) 

A. I fent diem to that quarter. 

^; When you fay that, you mean you fentthem to that per(()ii| 
to whom your friend recommended you to fend them ? 

Lord Chief Jujlice Eyre. He never faid that his friertd adfiW 
him to a particular pcrfon ; if he did I have miftaken him. 

Mr. Erjkine. Did your friend advife you to lay them befoff* 
particular perfon ? 

A. He recommended me to a particular quarter. 

^ A quarter > was it a man or a woman i 

A* That I cannot anfwer. 

Mr. Erjkine. Not whether it was a man or a woman ? 

Lord Chief Jujiice Eyre. Certainly not. 

Mr. Erjkine. Was it to any particular perfon that you was ai* 
vifed, by your friend, to make this communication ; or did he 
only advife you generally to make this conunuftication to fome* 
body? 

A. The beft way of explanation is to lay, that the perfon hc 
recommended me to, recommended me to a third perfon, and tO 
Ihat third perfon I gave the information and continued it all thf 
waydurough, . 
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' Mr. Jujiice BulUr. Mr. Erikine^ You cannot purTue dmt 
queftion further, . . jL 

Afr. Erjktne* How long was it after ijie time when you 
Was tried and acquitted, before you came to the Soxjiety again I 

A I attended the Society ail the. way through, though not as a 
Delegate— I was a Delegate to February, 1794. 

^ I obferve you do not take down who it was diat made ufe 
of any particular expreffions \ 

A. In the courfe of the memorandums that I have made^ I have 
got names, 

J^ I know you have— «in general in your book you don't 
profefs to have taken down the words, but only the fubftance ? 

J. Yes. 

J^. If a perfon delivered any opinion^ which opinion might 
be at fome length, you made thebeft abftraA of it that you CQuld^ 
merely to (ay that that was his opinion or his argument j 
, A. It is fo; names are put to fome) and not to others. 

J^. If any individual reported a paper^ made an obfervation, 
or made an argument, you took down juft an abftra^l of that, in 
jrour own language ? 

A. I did. 

^ Were they taken down, bona fide, to be reported as a 
Ddegate, or were they taken down for the purpofe for ii^ch 
we have had them here ? 

* A. They were taken down for the purpofe of reporting as a 
Delegate, and for the other purpofe too. 

J^. Then it was perfedlly bona fide, with regard to the 
fodety, and, iat the fame time, bona fide, with regard to the 
public \ 

A. Juft fo. 

*. ^ Have you made any alteration in your minutes fmce the 
time you made them ? 

A. I have not; but I was going to fay this, there are fome 
private memorandums .that are in this book, which do not 
belong to the fociety; thofe private memorandums are wrote at 
■the back of the fociety's. minutes; thofe are fuch as^ I think, .it 

H % would 
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ivould be very imprbpef for me to deliver up, and therefor^ 
I wiih to know what I am to do in that cafe. 

^ Cannot ]ix>u pafte fomething over them I . 

jt. I conld do it, if I was allowed time< 

L&rd Chief Jujlice Eyre. It is always ufual, and very 
reafonable it is^ixiien a wimefs Qseaks from memorandiuns, 
that the Counfel fhould have an opportunity of looking at diofe 
memorandums, when he is crofs-exanuning that witnef& if 
t^ene is any thing that you fity, upon your oath, docs not cdate 
to that fubjeft, but fome other fubje£t, to be fure it is impofflihr 
that it could be aCked, diat that fhould be feen ; how to arrange 
that in x very long evidence, like this, is among the difficultiq 
of fo extraordmary a cafe as this is ; we muft ftruggle with h as 
Well as we can; whenever you are at leifure to go through die 
/ubje£l with kim, if.be holds his papers In his lands, you can 
afk him, as to his minutes, if they could be feparated by palling 
over, or.i^ with fafety, by obliterating thofe parts > ■■ ■ 

Lynam. I could obliterate them with a pen and ink, but 
Acre is no ecaiure, to my knowledge, as iStnty ftand now. ^ 

Lard Chief Jujiice Eyre. Could you obliterate thofe meme* 
randums which concern other people, with a pen and ink ? 

A. I could. 

L^ri Chief JuftUe Myre* Have you any obje£lion, Mf. 
Erfkine, to his obliterating his other memorandums with inkf 
you enquiring of him, upon oath, whether he has obliterated any 
of thofe articles to which he fpoke, when he gave evidence I 

Mr. Erjkine. None. 

Lord Chief Jufiice £yre. In a common cafe, it is the ufual 
courfe, for the Counfel to take the memorandums in bis han^ 
for the cro(s*examination, but, in this cafe, I do not fee how it is 
poffibk to do this i this is a hiftory, an important and material 
hiftory, to be fure, of the different branches of this fociety, as it 
is formed into dividpns, a^ng by commifficoi of Delegates for 
the whole ; and it has fe happened, that here are the tranfii&ions 
bodi of the divifions, and of the Ddegates, that are now laid 
before the. Jury i of courfe it muft nn> into great length; I 

cannot 
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cannot fay into more length than its importance requires ; we 
are ready to do all that we can to affift you, conflftently with 
pot obliging him to difcover what does not relate to ^lii 
caufe* 

Mr^ Erfkim. Am I to underftand you (and this is the onljr 
queftion I fliall put till I fee tfaefe minutes) do you mean to ie« 
fwear, that what you have read to-day, as minutes taken at the 
time, are the fame minutes whidi you would have, bona fide^ 
Uken as a Delegate, had you not had this other view which yool 
have before defcribed i 

A. I will (wear that 

^. And. the other Delegates were in die courfe of taking 
Similar memorandums \ 

A. Yes. 

Ltrd Chief Jufiici Ejre\ I underftood him to lay, that he 
did, in &£k, make his reports from thefe minutes; if he did 
not make his report to the Diviilon from thefe minutes, hp muft 
have had another fet of notes, for he muft have made fome, front 
the nature of the thing; for diey were to report to the Divifioa 
ever}' thing that pafled among the Delegates, diat did not oomd 
under the head of fecrecy, on the next day of holding that 
diviiion meeting } therefore it muft be from ibme materials ; 
confequently, if he has dealt &irly with us, ^efe are the 
minutes. 

Mr, Erjkine. I (hall only define to look at them in did 
morning ; perhaps I fhall not put any queftions. 

Ln-d Chief Jt^lce Byre^ \ flioul^ if I weie in his caSe^ 
put die book into your hand, without any difficulty, ftating dift 
parts .diat do not relate to this (^ufe;«»^en he will take his 
minutes, and cjiliterate thofo parts that; do not relate to diis 
puife 9gainft to-onorrow mornings 



Mr, Maclean called again^ 

Mr^ Attorney General. Di4 you find that pa^er (Jh^inf 
it to the witnefs) any where ? 
A* Yes ; I found it in the houfe of Mr^ Adams^ 
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' (It was read,) 

BxtraS of a Letter^ daUd Sheffield^ i^th of Oiioher^ 1792, 
ftgned^ " The Editor of the Patriot^'* addrejfed to Mr. Andrews j 
• Secretary to the Society of the Friends ofUniverfal Peace^ and 
- the Rights (f Man-i at Stockport, 

. ** IT only remains then for us, feeing the' great and in- 
^ numerable difficulties we have to encounter, to caft about for 
•* the moft likely and proper means and weapons by which to 
^ defend ourfelves, and to forward and fupport fuch meafura 
** iis it may be ncceflary to purfuej and, on this head, my good 
" Sir, permit me to imprefs it on* the minds of your focietjs 
*^ that Reafon, imperial Reafon, muft ever be our Generalilfimo, 
«*or Conunarider in Chief i when I fay this, I beg leave to add, 
«* that Art muft be fecond in command ; by the word, ^ Art/ 
^ I do not mean craft or cunning, but that mode of application 
^ of our reafon and arguments on different men, and on difFerent 
♦f occafions, which only a confiderable degree of ftudy, and 
^ practical knowledge alfo, of men and manners, can ever furnilb 
•* us with, fo as to make us proficients, 

** Allow me then to obferve to you. Sir, that I perfeiMy 
?* coincide with you in opinion, with regard to the diiFerent 
« focieties appointing Delegates to go into the difFerent villages, 
^ and country places, for the purpofe of informing their minds, 
" and roufing them from the lethargy in which they feem 
^ plunged, I have already communicated the fame idea to die 
f' London Conftitutional and Correfponding Societies, and to 
f' thofe of Norwich and Manchefter, and I hope it will foou 
S^ be uniyerlally adopted by every one. But the grand objeA 
*' to be attended to, on this head, is the choice of men to be 
*' appointed ; a negleft of this kind had like to have had very 
♦' awkward confequences in this neighbourhood, and, if not 
« immediately checked, would have injured the caufe of Freedom 
^ very greatly J infinite care and ^ircumfpeition will therefor? 
w be n^Q^flary on this h^4, 

♦* As 
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** As I am on the fubjed, permit me to fuggeft to tihofe 
^ members of your fociety, M*iO may undertake this arduous,^ 
" but honourable and pratfe-worthy tafk, that they cannot be 
<« too cautious in their niode of proceeding. The minds of 
" men, for the wifeft and beft purpofes, are formed by the 
" great Creator as various and unlike each other as their faces, 
" and their paffions reign over each with the feme uncertain 
" and variegated fway ; and in the fame manner that Sir Robert 
^ Walpole (one of the Elders and Fathers of Corruption) very 
* juftly obferved, that every man has his price in die way of 
^* being bought ; (b we may fairly apply the feme maxim to 
« mankind in general, in the article of perfuaiion, and the 
" dexterous method of bringing them from wrong opinions they 
^ may have fiarmed, or prejudices they may have imbibed, by an 
^ attentive obfervation of their intelle£hial faculties, and diat 
^ leading paffion of the foul which governs the main ipring of 
^ their moft material aftions. For example, the generality of 
^ Farmers in this county and Lancafbire, are as ignorant as 
^ the brutes they ride to market, and fo abforbed in the fordid 
** idea of getting, that, provided they can keep up the prices of 
" grain, cattle, &c. fo as to anfwer their landlords, and pay their 
** taxes, however enormous, they are too fluggifh and indolent 
" to think about reforms, or any thing of the kind, yet there 
•^ is one firing about their hearts, which, being fkilfully touched, 
** will make them dance to any time, and move to any meafure.' 
« This is the fubjeft of tythes ; and why does it touch Aem ? 
« Why, Sir ? Becaufe it is within the fcope of their limited 
« capacity. Ignorant as they are in other matters, they fee 
" and pungendy feel the weight of this baneful and unjufl de« 
** vourer of all their improvements in Agriculture and Huf- 
<* bandry; and I believe, did every tax operate in the fame 
** vifible degree which this impofition does, I fear there would 
*^ be an end to the idea of taxation being fubmitted to at all. 
^ Indeed, as taxes are laid on, at prefent, by diofe who do not 
tt reprefent us, the taxation is neither more noj? lefs dian ai 
<* Robbery; a fubmiffion to it. Slavery. 

^ But to return to my fubjefl. In the faxm manner tfiat ak 

H4 «^¥%IXS«L 
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^* Farm* r may be roofed by the menf Ian rf tythcs, tjie Shue^ 
^ ffiakes-^ may by the exceffive dear nefs of leather, the Innkeeper 
«< by the numerous and qnneceffary ftanding army, and all by a 
^ temperate and difpaffionate relation of the imm6n£; number of 
*» finccure places, and ufelefs offices, in which the corrupt and 
^ pro^itute layoiirites, agents, and dependants of the rich an)^ 
^ great) riot in the fpoils and plunder wrefted from tlie fwieat of 
^ the brow,, and continual labour of the body of the Huibandi* 
^ mim, the Me$Jianic, the Labourer, and the Artificer, It Ir 
^ by |iQ means a difficult matter to raife general indignatioii 
<f at t]ie idea qf ib fmal} a oomp^ative number of ulelefi, idle^ 
tf and pr oftigate drones, fucking and fquandering away the honey 
^ produced by fuch immenfe numbers of hard-toiling and indufr 
^ trious bees. If you (for I am certain you will be one of 
^ tbe moft ^ve of thefc Delegates) meet with men who have 
* violent prejudices in favour of any abufe or party, never ;ittack 
¥: thofe prejudipes dire^tly^ for that will only inflame and confimr 
^ them tfie more j pafs them over for the prefent, and engage 
f^ their attention towards fomething elfe, in which they witt 
^ liften with a }efs degree of apprehenfion of being attacke4 in a 
^ favourite point; once gain their gopd opinion, and open their 
^ eyes tQ oa^. evil, they will be more ready tq hear yqu oq 
. ^ others I till> ?ft lafl, the favourite objeft by which their eye? 
^ were jaundiced, will appear in i^s tri;e colours, an^ fall befqrf 
ff your argumeiits like all the reft* 

M There is one thing aboye all others which requires to bff 
«? particularly attended to, and that is, to endeavour to undeceive 
^ the mafs of people, with refpeft to thofe felfehoods wfakJl 
ff have been induftrioufly propagated by the enemies to a Rer 
f.' form, in order to blind, delu4e, and terrify all ranks of peop|e 
ff who. sure any way independant, or poffefTed of property. One 
^ erf thefe falfehqods is, 5« that the advocates of Reform wi(h tflf 
f* introduce a levelling fcheme, or an equal partition of pro- 
!^ perty/* This ajarm^ the Farmers, and indeed all clafles <^ 
9, mpn, who, by thefr induftry, or other adventitious circum«« 
^ ftances, are poflefTed of the goods of this world. So many 
V yi)f i)ftiRJf^fr|4 I^XWS^ ^s have propgated this cloArine, aided 
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^ and affifted by die private reprefentations, or Tather isaC* 
^ reprefentatioiiSy of the Clergy, and other tcx)ls of Gov er nme n t ^ 
^ and of privileged orders, have had a very wonderful and 
^ baneful eSe£t on the multitude, and have ftamped a dread of 
^ Reform on die minds of many that I know, whofe fituationt 
^ in life would induce one reafonably to fuppofe it impoffibl^ 
^ fo completely, to impofe upon them ; however, it always hat 
^ been die cafe, diat falfehoods, boldly uttered^ may prevail for z 
^ time, but muft be overwhelmed, in die ^nd, by the bright and 
^ iapred energies of Truth. 

^ To explain this matto*, and many odiers properly, wiB 

* require great coolnels, moderation, and patience. I have 

^ found jtbe foUovring method anfwer beft : ^ Do you knoir 

^ fuch a gendeman ?" naming fome one of large property an4 

^ good chara<^r in the neighbourhood, v/bo is known to be a 

•f friend to a Reform, ♦* Yes/'r— ^ Well, and do you (uppde 

^ diat he would promote a fcheme diat would occafion an4 

^ oblige him to part with property he poflefles, in order for ilr 

^ to be divided amongft ftrangers whom he never iaw or 

«^ heard of?" " No."—" Why dien fliould you fufier yourietf 

^ to be impofed on, by fuch an idle tale £ibricated and calcu*' 

^ lated for the purpofe of raifmg a dread in you againft thofe 

^ noore enlightened of your Fellow-citizens who wi(h for a 

^ Re^rm, as you would, did you fee its neceffity j a dread whidi 

^ may caufe you to ibut your eyes upon oppreffive Exdfe ani 

^ Game-laws, exorbitant tytfaes, an unneceflary ftan^ng army^ 

f^ kqA on foot at the expense of two millions and an half, fcH-die 

^ {Hirppfes of influence and comipdon 9 a penfion-lift, which if 

^ a di%race to die government, and a ftigma and reproach on 

^ the ^irit and prudence of tbe nadon ; fineciire places, for the 

^ mere pofleffing of which, hundreds of individuals receive thdu« 

^ fittids a year each, for doing nothing at all, either for die public 

^ fervice or their own| in fhort, fuch an enormous accumu« 

^ lation of taxes, and fo prodigal an expenditure of their pro- 

^ duce, as no nation on the earth ever heard of or fubmitted t^ 

^ before. To make you fhut your ejres, ^ continue blind to 

ff (faefb qioniiiticg^ tbc^ id)^ aiul futile tales iure rillainoufly diCr 
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^ pcrfed abroad j but believe them not, confuk your own 
*f reafcn, and it will fbew you that there is a palpable lie on the 
•* fece of every one of them ?" Then expkin the nature, aim, 

* and end of your Society, invite them to attend it, and to 

* judge for themfelves : If they do fo, they will foon aid and 

* affift you, by adopting fimilar ones in their feveral neighbour* 
«* hoods, till, in time, they will overfpread the whole furfece of 
«* this fea-girt ifle. 

** At prefent, Sir, I will not trouble you further on the fub- 

* Jefty which I now quit to return tathe conduct and regulation 

* of your own Society, and aU others which may arife hereafter; 
^ axid as to them, I think die innkeepers in Stockport, Man* 

* chcftcr, &c. have given you a hint and leflbn, for whidi you 
« ought to efteem yourfelves for ever obliged to them. I own 
^. their infolence and audacity in proceeding as they have done, is 
^ beyond example, but only deferving of contempt j as fuch, leave 

* diem to diemfelves ; public-houfes were never worthy of re- 
^ ceiving fuch guefts, whofe facred and important duty requn-e 
^ and demand to be performed in manfions more dignified and 
^ refpe£bible ; your meetings fhould be at the houfes of one 
^ another in honourable rotation ; and, to prevent inconvenience 
«* from too great a number, not more than ten or twelve at the 
•» moft fliould compofe a primary or diftrld meeting ; more mem- 
«* bers may be admitted in each diftrift, till they reach twenty or 
^ twenty-four, according to the number fixed on — ^but then im- 
•• mediately fliould divide into two diftriiSt meetings ; the feveral 

* diftrifts fliould fend each one member, by eleftion, to a meeting 

* of Delegates, and this meeting of Delegates fliould eled out 
•f of their own body a certain number, which is to compofe a 
•* Selctft Committee ; this SekS Committee to manage the cor- 
^ refpondence, and every other important concern for the whde 

* of the diftridls in any town or parifli, fubjecSl: always to the re- 
^ vifion and approbation of the diftrifls; the Delegates and 

* Seleft Committee to be chofen only for a limited time, before 

* die expiration of which, others to be elefted as before, from 
^ die diftrifts, to fupply their places, by which rotations every 
^ member would in time become qualified to be a Delegate and 

*^ a Selea 
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** a SdeA Committee-man, though he might not be fo on ISs 
** firft entrance as a diftriS member. Thefe are only hints oQ 
•* which you may improve or enlarge as much as you pleafe.'* 



Afr. Attorney^Generah We will now read a draft of an anfwer 
to this letter, which was found likewife in the pofleffion dl Mr; 
Adams ; it has no date; it has two hand-writings in it ; I maj, 
perhaps^ trouble your Lordfhips, in the courfe of this caufe, 
with evidence to prove whofe hand-writings they are, but that if 
not neceflary to ei^ble me to read it ; I wifh to draw your \mik^ 
fliips attention particularly to the two laft paragraphs. 

Mr. Maclean. I found this paper at Mr. Adams's houle, 
(It was read,) 
« Gentlemen, 

*' The Society for Conftitutional Information have been &• 
** voured with two letters bearing the fignature of the Editors of 
*« the Patriot. The firft of thefe letters, datdd June nth, re- 
** lated particulars concerning the publication called the Patriot^ 
** accompanied by fome of the firft numbers. It required our 
^ opinion, and our public approbation of the work, with hinti 
•* for its continuance. It likewife narrated feveral interefting 
** particulars, relative to the friends and foes of liberty, riieir 
^ various habits and propenfities, and added conje6lures on the 
•* means by which thofe habits and propenfities might' be tumel 
«* to the advantage of freedom. 

" The fecond letter, dated October 15, confifted of aconu 
** plaint of negleft on the part of our Society, a further ftatemcnt 
^ of fefis fimilar to thofe contained in the firft letter, and an 
^ account including letters of the proceedings of a Society at 
^ Stockport 

^ All thefe letters have been read by the Society for Con* 
^' ftitudonal Information; and the manly fpirit in which they 
** were conceived, their honeft zeal, and the love of freedom by 
^ 'which their authors were animated, were highly grateful to 
** that Society, It was no feeling of fuperiority, no intentional 
^ diifcfpe^ WA ^iflUredly no wilful mark of inful^ that occa* 

iioned 
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^ fionei the filence of the Society. We were required to per-» 
<* form that of which we were incapable ; to pafs judgment on a 
« publication which none of us had read, and tp correfpond widi 
^ perfons in the darkj who had not thought fit (for reafons which 
•* they no doubt held to be prudent) to truft us with their 
^ iMunes. What could be done ? We admired both the talents 

* ind the intention o( our correfpondents (or correfpondent) f 

* but wc are (Imple^ honeft men, wanting the prieftly gift of 
f* intuition, and could not predicate good or ill of that, of whidi, 

* not haying read, we could have no knowledge. Several weeks 
1^ pafled away, and ftill the members could give no opinion of 
•* the Patriot; for men muft incBvidually aft by their own judg- 
^ ments ; it is die very effence of freedom tiiat they fbould be 
•* left thus to aft ; they will read the book firft that happen* 
^ moft to attra£l dieir notice ; and you. Gentlemen, are too 
5* liberal, too juft, and too manly, to require them to approve 
^ what they hjwl not read, however deferving they might fufpefl 

* it to be of approbation. Of the purport, however, of your 
.• undertaking, the ardour with which it is conceived, and the 

* perfeverance with which it appears to be purfued, the Society 
^ finds no hefitatation in both approving and applauding moft 
«* zealoufly, 

«* You candidly a(k the Society for hints; but the detail of 
^ your letters convinces us you are yourfelves proficients, Honeft 
1^ men, however, advife, afked or not afked, whenever they 
^ imagine that by advifing they can do good. Perhaps, Gentle* 
•* men, you may have read and remembered a publication, by 
5* die late Father of his Country, Dr. Franklin, called Poor 
^ Robin's Almanack ; in which, with charafteriftic fimplicity of 
5* language, he defcended to the feelings, wants and under- 
♦* ftandings of the lower order, and, in proverbial, jocular wifdom, 
-•* conveyed truths to them of the higheft importance. Truths 
"^ that prepared them for the fublime efforts to which they were 
^ foon to be roufed ; truths that led them onward to the avenues 
<* of freedom, while their fight was too feeble to endure the 
** fplcndor of the temple itfelf. A certain number of fuch pro- 
■f* vcrbial axioms, whi^h men of ypur gcniu$ would eafily invent, 

iirranged 



^ arranged at the beginning or end of each of your publieatknis, 
" and appealing to the real wants, grievances, and affcclions.of 
" the people, of which you appear to be perfe<SUy mafters^ could 
** not fell of producing an effeft. 

« We rejoice with you in the iikreafe of the Members s^ 
** Societies of Freedom : our bofoms glow with the £une fenti- 
" ments. We are brothers, In affe6Hon, with you, with the' Fr^e- 
^ m^ of Sheffield, of Stockport, aind of the whole world^t — 
^ Freedom, though an infant, makes Herculean efforts ;. and (he 
** vipers, Ariftocracy and Monarchy, are panting and. writhing 
^ under its grafp. May fuccefs, peace and happineft attend 
^ thofe efforts. 

^ Permit us to add, that the Society for Conflritutioiial In* 
** formation will gladly receive or communicate intelligences, 
^ and for that purpofe be happy to correfpond either with ocber 
^^ Societies or with individuals, that make die great and common 
^ caufe of an fqual and real Reprefentation of the People ii^ fV-* 
^f liament, and the other grand objeds of freedom, thetr.tipd. 
<' Information on fuch fubjeds, will, to this Society, at all times,^ 
*' be peculiarly acceptable and gratifying.'* 



yohn Coates (fworn.) 
Examined by Mr. Attorney General 
^ You are very deaf, I believe ; are not you ? 
A* Yes. 

^ Do yott know one Franklow ? 
A, Yes. 

J^. Were you apprentice to him ? 
A. Yes. 

Jg. Where did he live? 
A No. I, China-walk, Lambeth. 
^ How long did you live with him ? 
A. I was bound apprentice in November lall. 
^ How did your matter ufe to employ himfclf after his work 
was over at night ? 

A^ He ufed to be out very late at nights, '- ■ ^ 

#. Was 



( no ) 
. ^ Wasanydttnggobgonup-*ftairsinyournlafter'8|ioufe! 

jf. Yes. / 

^. What? 

jf. Exercife. 

J^ What fort of exercife? 

jf, Exercife with fire-arms. 

^ Who came there to exercife with fire-arms ? 

jf. I did not know them all — I only knew two of them 9 

j^ What are their names ? 

jf^ Mr, Shehnerdine and Mr. Williams. 

J^ Williams the gun-maker> that lives at the Tower ? 

J. Yes. 

^ Where did Shelmerdine live ? 

j£ In BanJy-Ieg-walk. 

^ How often did they exercife there ?. 

j/. About twice a week. 

J^: How many of them ufed to exercife there ? 

jf. About eight at a time ? 

J^ Were they always the fame eight, or different people ? 

jf. I did not notice Ihem always. 

J^. Were there fometimes different people from thofe tfaa$ 
came there at other times ? 

jf. I fuppofe they were all the fame. 

^. Were the windows of the room in which they exercifeJ 
open or fliut ? 

J. Shut. 

^ Were they fliut accidentally, or oa purpofe ? 

-//. I do not know. 

^ But you are fure they were (hut ? 

J. Yes. 

^ What do you mean by the windows being fhut ?— w^ 
there window-fhutters, or curtains, or what" J 

jf. Shutters. 

^ At what time of night did they ufually exercife ? 

J. About eight o'clock. 

^. Do you know whether your mafter ufed to go to anjr 
other place about exercifuig. 

J. He 



( in ) 

[^. He iiftd (bmednies td go to Worcefter-ftreet, in the 
Borough. ^ 

J^ Was it to exercife there ? 
- A. I doifot know. 

J^. Did the people that came to exercife at your mafter*& 
houfe, live at Lambeth \ 

A. I do not know. 

j^ Do you remember your matter being taken up ? 

A. >lb; I was very ill at home at diat time« 

^ You went back again, I believe? 

A^ I went back a day or two afterwards* 

J^. Did you ever fee where thofe arms were kept that tihcfil 
people exercifed with ? 

A. Upon the firft floor. 

j^. After you went back again, were there any arm* lying 
about the houfe, open, or concealed ? 

A. I did not fee any arms after I went back again. 

^ You do not know where they were put after your matter 
was apprehended ? 
'. A.^o: 

^ Do you remember any cartouch-boxcs ? -. 

A. Yes. 

^ .Where were they put ? 

A, In the cutting-room. 

J^. In thetaylor's room, where you work ? 

A. Where my matter cuts out. 

^ What part of that room were they put in ? 

A. Lying a-top of the board. 

j^ What was done with them afterwards ? 

As My matter bid me -take them to Mr. Shelmerdine's^ ia 
Bandy-leg-walk. 

^ Did your matter tell you to do any thing with them ? 

A. Na* 

y^hn Coatesj 

Crofe-examiiled by Mr. Erjkine* 

^ How did pur matter ckefs himfelf when he went out ? - 

A. I iaw him once with his regimcntalls on* 



j^ Had h^ a blue coat with a red eape^ whit^ Uraifte^at anil 
breeches, and a cockade in his hat i 

A Yes. 

^ The cartouch-boxes weit lying upon the CUtting-out4 
table, openly in the place i 

A. Yes. , 

J^. And the artiis were up in the roortl ? 

A, Yes4 

^ Did the people that e^cercifed, We^ir the Uniform f 

A. I do not know-*-Mr* Williams had them cm 

^. Your maftcr walked out publicly in the ftreet uddv his 
Ittiiform? 

A. I do not know that he talked out with them* 

^. You have feen him with them ? 

4^ I have feen him With them oD» 
John C&atis^ 
Re-elcamined by Mr. AiiBrmy Gener^L 

^ Did you ever fee him out with them? 

A, No: 

J^ You told my Lord and the Court, that you had feen yoUj 
matter with thofe regimentals on once— ^ Where was that I 

A* In his own houfe, one Sunday morning* 

J^. Did you ever fee him go out with thoie regimentals ? 

A. No. 

^ Did you ever fee anybody come Into the houfe with tfao6 
regimentals \ 

A. No. 

Mr. Erjkine. You faw but five or fik, I think you txf^ txonik 
in the houfe ? 

A. Only eight* 

Mr. Jams JValfi) (fworn.) 
Examined by Mr. Law, 

^ Was you at Chalk-Farm on the 14th of April f 

A. Yes. 

^ Do you remember Richter being there J 

A Yes i I remember his reading fome refolutlons^ 

j^ Do you remember any thing being £ud by himi Or asy body 
^fe^ alK>ut calling a Convention? j I 
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A I heard tfie word Qmvention ; but there "^ fuch a cdiH 
fiifion, that I dould not colled): an]r diing material. 

^ Did you heaf whedier the word Convention was men« 
tioned by him ? 

A ThewotdWaSi 

^ But did any thing accompany the Word Convention ? 

A I was not near enough to hear corredly^ 

^ Did you hear iuiy thihg about correfponding with other 
Societies? 

A Yes ; I heard that diey had Ibrmed a correlpondence widi 
different Societies^ and that they mentioned die principal towns in 
£ngland) t thbik^ and fome towns in die North, and feveral 
different towns ; but I was at fo great a diftance, diat it wa^ 
impoffible for me to collect what was fiud. 

J^. Then you did not hear what Was ftated to be die objefiof 
this correfpondence I 

A. Not fb as to Colled any diing. 

^. Did you hear the refoludons moved \ 

A^ I heard diem read* 

J^. Did you hear it mentioned what number of diofe refo* 
lutions fhould be printed ? 

A^ I think it was mentioned, that one hundred diou&nd had 
been printed of die formet refolutions, and that not having been 
fufficient, that two hundred thoufand fliould be printed of dieft 
refolutions — diat I heard diftindly. 

^ Was any thing elfe befides the refoludons ordered to^bo 
printed— -any fpeech ? 

A. I cannot fpeak to it; but I tfain]c they mentioned fome* 
diing of my liord 'Stanhope's fpeech; but I would not pretend to 
iwear it. 

J^. Do you remember Mr. Thelwall (peaking^ 

A* I do. 

^. What did he propofe ? 

A. I was not in isL fituation to hear diftindly indiat pa£&diN»hf 
was very yiolent|.as ufual. 

j^. Did you diftin^ylbear any ddng ftid aboftt anat ? 

^•.No,not atalL 

' yoL.m. I Vbt\ 
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^ Jir. Erjkim. Did yen, go from. curtiiCt^ f . 

^. No; I went on purpofe.to fee what they yircre about. 
^ Mr* Latfii Do you rcmeipbejr apecfoa ftatiiig bimf^ btely to 
have come from Ireland ? 

^. Yes; there was a man who faid fo— he- nqed mC |ave 
ilated it ; for he had the brogue veg[ ftrpn^jf.. 

J^. Was the priiiMier there ? 

JL IqapnotftKeaFhewas — I wastpld.hf? W4S t^^ei Wt Xda 
not know it. 

ExamUicd by Mr. jfttorney. Generate, 

^ Were you a xpenvber of the (iOndoa C(>(r$fp0n<}ui|| S«^ 
cietyi 

J. Yes. 

^' Wha;t are pu by trade? 

>f. A manufadurer of pcrfiimery. 

^ Have you had occaflon to d^ in knisre^ lately ? 

^. I have dealt in knives, evef fince I have be^n in b^fiaeis; 
in cutlery in general, fuch as is cuftomary fof ^rfomeryflpoits* 

J^ Hav;e yqu had any. knives, for the purpofe cf £de» o^ for 
any other purpofe, that, when you opened themj, are difficult to 
fiiut again,, oi> account of a fpring ? 

Ai Ij.have had a knife that has a cadtcb in. tbe. b»f;tt v '^}^ 
fijptdi$cultt}o.ibuX. 

^ Is it hard to fbut without opening the fpring^? 
'^-^ No,apthvd, 

J^ You cannot do it without knowing the method of dqin^it? 

^: No. 
., ^ ^9^ m^ny bad you of thefe knive$. at any qu^ ijxoe ia 
your own pofTefTion ? 

^. Three dozen. 

J^ Where did you get them from ? 

A. Sheffield. 
* '^ Uqw many, of thepx did you part widi ? 

A. Fourteen. 

^. WJhftdidjyjpu p^ft Wjitib them tq? 

if. I do not know all the perfons. 



jf. Yes ; I can name about three or four. 

J^. Did j6q: fkt #ift them & ffi^^Iinivt^ ond atadmeii 
or fell more at a time i 

jf. Single kiuves, one at a time. 

^. Did you part with atiy ta die- prifener ? 

jf. One. 

A Yoti'iclfil niifM dM'f 

jf. I fold him (me. ' 

^ Did you put mart tfan one mtb fah^ poflfefl^ fifr afty, 
and what pur jpofe r 

A They were donetip in pac]b|;i!!5^ Arot rt(Stie th 
fcfi than IxKi I gave fanir one pado^to make a dioi6i out of; 
he paid me for one kmfe, which he meant to keep. 

4^ What was he to do with die reft? 

A I had fonrbadcagairi* 

j^. When' did ytni get thole l^nd^ f 

^ I do iX6tf i^scoUed esui^ tfie tSCMe* 

^ Hbvr fang was die whole package in tfie prifbnei^^ po^ 
ieffion? 

A IdbrnottaowcfWDflBy, ktwcs-a'veryfittleftariij l^ftw 
Sfr. Ifiordy I bdugiht Atoes of him; t tu^er hixAei Aethy an4 
d te i t fe r e cannot % exagfly ? baritwa^ not many w^ek^. 

j^. He had them in his poffeffion fome wedelli dien, had he f 

A. It might be two weeks ; but I cannot recoiled 

j(. Did you get- ttonr biuift: before^ or after be ^li appl^ 
bended? 

A* Jiift after hcwas apprehentred. 

j^. Did you ever apply for them hsBCk ag^sdn before he 'vrts 
apprehended? 

A. I did not} I had nbT been iM: way; and for tbai reafon I 
did not call to fee whether he had made choice of one, or nb^ 

Jfi What dififerencfc yi97C&' there between the different kniv^ in 
diis package ? 

A. I do not know a material difference; diey run nearly 
alike; but fometimes^ therr is 0fie that has' 4 ntae particular 



^ Can you recolleft ai^ other peribos to iKffacMn jou-feU 
any? 

ji Ycsy I fold one to me Mr. BtlUngton> I thinlu 
^. Did you fell any to Mr. Pcarcc ? 
J. No. 

^ Did you fell one to Mr. Groves? 
^. I did. 

^ Did you fell any to any other members of the L(»don 
Correfponding Society ? 
jt. I do not recolloft at prefent that I did. 
' j^. Who were the manufadhirers that you had them from ? 
J. Scoiield and Company, at Sheffield. 
^ Did you write for tbemi or were they fent to you without 
writing for ? 

jt. I ufed to deal with one Cook, a wholeiale Sheffield manu- 
fadlurer, before I dealt with diem; diey generally had riders in 
town, who ufed to go about to ihopSi to (hew iamples of particular 
goods : this man called upon me ; I gave him an ordor for the 
goods; he fent them accordingly— 'Here are the bills of parcels 
for them. 

j^. How did you know he had knives of this conftrudion? 
A He (hewed me a pattern; and not only of that in particular^ 
l>ut of other articles: I had feen the knives before, in different 
ihops about town. 
4 Where ? 

jt. In the Strand ; they are to be feen at different public fliops 
about town. 

^ Did you apply to the prifoner to fell him one, «r did he 
apply to you to buy one ? 

jf. He applied to me to buy one. 
. ^ How did he know you had them ? 
^. I do not know that ? 

J^. Were you at Compton-ftreet after the meeting at Qialk 
Farm? 
^. I was. 

J^ Were you at Chalk Farm Meeting ? 
J* I veas, part of the time. 

... ^'^ 
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4L- Do yott remember any of Aolc.knives beiAg (hewn there^ 
as bread and dieefe kmves ? / 

j/. Iremember eating my fupper, at Compton-ftreetlndi one; 
lod I remember one or two making remarks upon it 

^ What were the remarks} 

J. That it was a very ufefiil knife. 

J^. Did you fee any more diere £ 

J. I faw another, which I looked upon to be a better knife; 
that Km in the haiids of Mr.Pearce i it was a btttcr finilhed 
knife. 

J^. Did he tell you where he got it ? 

A. No^notthat I reoolleS:. 

^ Did he fay any diing that he could do with it i 

A. Not that I recollea. 

■• . ■ i' ' . ■ J '" ■ . ■ ■ . „ 

nomas Guin^ 
"c . i. .;:CrolMxamined by A/r.£fy8/«^. 

J^.'If this 18 worth parfuing, I would aik you V)4setiier yott 
tave one of tbefe knives here!? . 

J. Yes 5 I have one m my pocket— Here it is (producing iu) 
< .JUr.SrJiim. IsifiaaU? 

A^ Yesj Ihavehadoneof thekindfevenyears^andu&ditiii 
mybufinefs. 

^ And you fometimes cut a bit of meat widi it ? 

jf Yes, 'anddteefe,. or any^ thing. 
"• J^ You had jio> intention to cut threats with it, I hope? 
' ' Am Never, : ^ 

Mr. An&nmy GintraL How many of thefe knives have you 
now? . ■ 

j£ I have twenty left out of three dosien. 

MrnBrJhiMi. Were diofe the feme (brt of knives diat you (aid 
you had feen in various cutlers' (hops about town ? 
- V* Yes.. 

^ I think there is hardly a cutler's (hop in town that has not 
fiidi knives? 

^ Very few that are any thing of a cutler^s (hop. 

I3 ; .. :.i^Are 
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Vrfiich we live, or have they been in ufejU^rfourtiiseii 

j^. I a(k pl^ upon 701^. fiJcnw oat^ ii gajT 

filing but what is common about fhefe knives, or wliedier you 
did not ufe them in die- comnion courfe of your trade, and 
wfa6dier Mn Hardy did not buy dnnas aoommoAipuAanKflf.? 
; jLYm. : ' ■■ 

i \^«< And lit liappemd to te taken, up fafi&i€ you got ibn 
back again? 

A Yes. '• y -' 

^ It is a very ufeful knife ; and I wSl 'buy owof tiiea.die 
nexttimeI'f0eyb»--'4]byoukkuiw&^.GfW « 

jf. I do. 

j^ Had you ever any oonverlation widi Mr. Groves, about 
your having fold knives of iAat deferiplion ? 

A He camr to me to'piirdiafe a knUe at iny fliop, among 
Mi{en:diU^; hp furdttfiod fevcral aAft artidis at 4ie;||aie 
tune ) he remarked die utility of the kn^^ he ftiiit WM n muf 
^ififf^Huufe.' • ■• • 

j^ Did you tell Groves that you hadUditwDortkcckui- 
dred^fahcai? 

^ No. 

^. Youftuuar dm? 

A I did not mention any. particular snyiAaff; I frffinhbte he 
made 'a qaiairk iA dih kkul of way, udiedier 1 kid^i^ 
of diefe knives, whether it was a faleable article or.no ?««^fiidt 
V^ww^o tuan in biifukefi would till a perfea tl|it k.ww itat a 
ialeable article ; they would not purchafe it, if he did. 

J^. Did you tell him that you had ibid ihvo or Arte hbndred» 
biu ibi|fit faim to ^k low, hecaufcthe parkurrdoorwaa c|^eo» 
'and your wife Ims a-cfauna^d ^iftocntt«t#did |nu £iy fiif 

A. I will make oath that I did not make ufe of fuch. ad ex« 
)pieficiln.aa that. 

Lord Chief yujlict Eyre. What was the expreffioB ]BM did 
make ufe of?' ..--*? 

^'-'Jk% do iKit know exadly frlait, but not fiich a one as thati 
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no man has ever heard me IWburan oath in ^t kind of way ftefe 
{even years ; I miglit make irfe of an cxpreffion in this kind of 
way, when he uBnoi me if it was a ialcabte artide, and if i tM 
a quantity of thein> I mightily yes it is a faleid>le article, or tX> 
that piirpbfe, hiit t did Mt lay tiiat I luid fold any tMOticular 
number. 

Mr. Erjkint. Did ypU lay ahy^ng to hfah tt if theieivas 
any thiAg improper in felling the kiiiV^ ? 

7« No. 

Jg. Did you de&re luih to Ipeak \&9f left it Ihould ht laatti by 
others, that you Were felling a comttion article in ^our Ihopt 

jf. Notatall. 

^ YoufWeardiat? 

yf. I do. 

J^ I think it right to Infoiai {pU} tfaatXrroves has diouj^ fit 
to fwear you told him to Ijjieak vory low, SfX that your parlour- 
door was open, and your wife was a damn'd Ariftoccat, .luid diat 
you did not want her to know diat jcia tl^ere lelHng AdfekqlVesF 

A. I fwear I laid no flich diing ; thefe knives all jay open in 
. my fhop, (b far from hiding them JBxm my We» CT &Qpa any man 
in die parifli^ that they ky c^nly in te Aiew-glafi^ and in die 
window for fale. 

j^. Would you have fcM a knife of any tort or defcxtptioh, to 
any man that you had the leaft idea was intended to be made ufe 
dFiD^aDy or unjufliy.? 

J. ^ot if I knpw it wa^ intended fo be made Uie of ibr that 
{vurpofe. 

J^. Did you belpeak thefe knives lor tiie purppfe of Jelling; 
them to mifdiievous pec^Je, or in die ordinary couric of your 
trade? 

A. In the ordinary courfe of my trade. 

j^. Then I underftand you to fwear pofiuvdy^ itia not true 
^ wliat Groves has fwom conoeming you ? 

A. What he has fwom I do not know» but dot 1 ^ Jiol 
make uie of fuch an expreffion, I fwear pofitiveIy« 

I 4 fUnun 
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Thomas Green^ 
JLc-aaamnsdhY Mr. jfttirmyrGeneral. 
J, ^ Tp be fure, it is not a polite thing to call one's wife a 
damn'd Ariftodrat, what did you fay about her ? 

J. i do not recollea that I iaid a word of the kind, or threw 
put any fuch hint. 

Pid you iay any thing about your wife ? 
I do not recoUeft tP the beft of my knowledge, that I 
mentioned any thing about my wife. 
. ^ Di4 you meption any thing about Ariftocrat ? 
* J.' No> I 4o fiot knpw that I faid any thing about Ariflomt^ 
or my wife, 

Mr. Ermine. Did you wifb to conceal felling thefe knives 
from your wife ? 

• '"' ^dwdrd Hodfbn (fwom) 

Examined by Mr. taw, 

\ J^ -Loot at thefe papersr-were they printed by you ? 

A I ibeg leave, with fubtnifHon to ^e Cpurt, to know» wbs 
ther I am bound to anfwer th^t queftion ? 

Lor J Chief Ju(}i{i $^re. It depends upon what the nature rf 
the paper is j you are not bound to anfwer iany <|ueftion 4at 
«iay tend to.criminate yourfelf. 

Mr. Law. CJertainly it is ^ paper of ^ feditious tendency^t 

^ifas opened by Mr. Attorney-General,, as a defcript^on of the 

^ Ips and Out^, a^vifing.th9 people to provide themfelyes whbanns, 

' Without faymg whetfier you publiflbed it, did you receive finom 

anybody,. any application or any requeft to print a paper of tboii) 

(Eonteiits ? I do not afk you, whedier you did print it or not, 

^. From whom ? . 

J. Aperfonof thename'pf Hodgfonf 
^ Where does he live ? 

A^ I never v/as in his houf^— I w^ informed he liyed ^ 
* "Weftminfter. 

^. When were you appliied to ? 

4f I prefuii^e it muil ^c abgut the ^npnth of ^larch Ia$, 

^ m 
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Mr, Law. Hodgfon has been already proved to be a mefllber 
©f the Correfponding Society. 

Lord Chief Jujiict £yre. What was it he brought to yon, % 
printed paper, or a manufcript \ 

A. A manufcript. 

Mr, Law. A manufcript copy of diat paper nvfaich^I \a^ 

now ihewn you.^ 

A. Yes. 

The printed pafer read. 

^ The Ins tell us we are in danger of invafion from the Freocli, 
. ^ The Outs tell us diat we are in danger from dieHeffians and 
^ Hanoverians. 

^ In either cafe we fbould arm our&lves ; get arms, and leam 
^ bow to ufe them," 

L^rd Chief Jujiice Eyre. Can you fix ti^ time when it im 
brought to you ? 

Af I prefume about the month of March. . ■ . ^ 

Edward Had/on^ 
Crofs-rexamined by Mr^ Gibbf. 
^ Were you a member of either of thefc Societies ? 
A* A member of the London Correfponding Society* 
^ How long have you been a member of it .^ 
A.^ I prefume I was a member about three months^— ihen I 
ceafed to be a member. 

j^ When did you ceafe to be a member ? 
A. Iipmediately upon the report that the Society had improper 
cbje& hi view. 

J^ At what time was that ? 

A. About the month of April, on the firft apprehenfioi^ I 
believe, of the prifoner and Mr. Adams -, I never wfint to the 
Socie^p" afterwards, . . . - ^ 

^ Have you any reafon to think, during the time you wq^ 
a member of the Society, that they had any other obje& buta 
Farliamentaiy Reform ? 
A. Never. 
^. You never had? 
//f NevcTf 



( "« ) 

'- i^ In what Hoafc of .Pariiament ? 

if. In the Commons Houfe of Parliament. 
^ 'll^- Had yon any idea d\at- it was any part of dieir pl^ to 
attack the King ? 

J. Far from it 
" ,!^^In any rdped to lellcn his "aifthorfty in the ft«e f 

A Far from it ; I never heard any thing of th« kind ibrtcA 
djre£Uy nor indireftly. 

^ Had you any reafon to fufpeft that they meant to ^place 
-die L(M:ds from any authority .they poflefs in the ftatei 
■' A None iat alli I am fure I fhoiild not have continued 
with them a moment longer if I had. 

'•' ^' Did you ccale 'toTje a member of the Society from aof 
diing that you obferved yourfelf, or was it from Mr* Hardy and 
*Mr. Adams liieirig' taken up ^ '" ' 

A Entirely from Hardy and Adanis .being taken up, and 
die reports in circuTation,' thatj under the' pretence of a Reform) 
they were purfuing other 0bje%. 

^ Did you attend die Socie^ ofieii ? * ' . . , 

A No; I did not by aiiyineans, for my bufiilefs woul^not 
admit of k, and a part oT the three'months that I was a member I 
was indifpofed and cohfini^d to my'robm. 

^ However, durnig the whole time you did attend i^ dus 
was what you coQe^led to be their objecS ? 

J. Exa£Uy. ' . '\ ' 

j^ They have "been talking of a Contention ; had you any 
idea in the Society, or did you hear from any of the Society tint 
liaX Convention was to take upon itfelf the function of legif* 
lature, was to make laws ? 

A At the time I was in the Society, I always underftood 
when Aey were talking .of a Convention, as a thing by no oieans 
determined on } that they wiihed^ to take the fenfe of. different 
Societies in the country, whether fuch a meafure was advi&aUC) 
the al!embling a Convention. 

^ But had you any idea that any body of men were to be called 
together, who were to take from King, Lords, and Commons, the 
IK) wer of making laws, and were thcmfelves to make laws for them ? 

AQlt^ 
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A. Oh*««l^ no oiMns, ^re 'wst not 'die leaft ftadow to fbrm 
fuch an opinion from. 

;l^. Did you everliear any comreriktion from an7of the mem:* 
^cxs, tendipg that wa^f^ 

A, NeVer in my life. 

j^ Hftd yoa any idea from any thiii^ -yoti.erer iieard, that Aere 
was an intention in thia, or any of thefe Societies, to introduce 
die anarchy of France into England ? 

^. No. 

^ You had not? 

A No$ I had not 

J^. Wheniras this faand»biU brought to you ? 

A^ I bdieve in Aeniohth of Mardi or April slwi not accurate 
as to the times it muft be about 4at txme^ ibr I did not become 
•» meiiAeroftfae Society tiH the mondi of Febrtiaiy, I believe; 
Edward Hadfin^' 
Re-examin^ by Mr. Attornej^Gewtrai, ' ' 

j^. YottdidnotknovriivhitpafledatdieOlobe-Tavcnidien} 

A. No. 

j^ All you know is, -what pafled between Ae month of Fes 
bruary and the time of the apprebei^onof^^Iardy and Adams ? 

A. That is all. 

j^. Then you cho(e to proteiS your own dhara£ler, Jbeariog of 
Aok reports, by remaining no longer in the l^ociety i youz kpow* 
ledge is only fince the meeting at the Globe-Tavern f 

A.YBB. 

J^. You were at Chalk-Farm. ? 

>f. I was. 

^ Did you ever read tiierefoludonsdiat pafled at Chalk F^? 

A I have read them in the report. 

J^ You had read tbem before you faw them in the report? 

^ Yes. 

jg^ Where! 

A Ihadfeen diem in the printed accountof the proceedii^ at 
ChalkwFarm. 

^ Hod you feen the printed account of die proceedings on 
Ik «A of January? 
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jt.,I bad xiot) I do not recQUed d)at I have read them to Ak 
bour. r- . 

^ Did you know that the][ had had. ^x thing tQ do with 
Mr. Paine's works, ^ The Rights of Maa.i-:* ■ .-.t. ' . 

jf. I never knew that but by hearfay. '-.^ 

^ Were you applied-^ to pfiat the proceedi^SiUlCWk- 
JFarm i,l don't a(k ypu whether you pri^^vted dieou . 

>/. I was applied to. ^ . ..^^ . - . , , j .. . ; 

J^ By whom ? 

jf. By feveral of the members, not by an indiTiduaJ.Aiember; 
I was at the Divifion, die Committee Piviiion,;a9:it iya& termed, 
snd it being determined to print tjben% I was ap];4ied .to^ 

Jdr. AtoriujfrGemraL My j^ords^^rX am now going, to prQvei 
,tfaat the circular letter of Mr. Ha^, whidi your LordQujis heaid 
jead^ rdative to the calling a CoQyentipn,»was. fefit to C^nbmgli 
and Strathaven \ that it^was ai^fwored ftom Strathaven by aletteri 
I fhall alio prove die tran(a£ti^s which pafTed reipeding it at 
£dinburgh, anfi having proved thofeclrciimftances, I ffaallthen 
^ate the grounds upon which I apprehend it will be open to me 
.to prove other tnmfa^ons jin Scotland. 

*(?^dr^/' jR^ (fworri) ; 
Examined by Mr, Gartoy/. 

]^ Where is yoiy: place of refidencc ?. .. ,^, ,j 

jf. In Edmburg^. 

Jg. Was you a member of any Society in Edinburgh- at an j 

time? . ■ - ■ . ■'.^- f . ' :\ 

A. I fuppofe you mean the Friends of the People, , \ 
^ You w^ a-meniber of the Society, calling itfeif (Jk ^i|9xb 

of the People?" ' \ ' '' ; ,1 "./ 

j^ When did you commence a member of that Socie^?;f 
A I believe it was fome time about the end oi^yaii\f^%, 
& Was you at any time a menfiber of any Meeting, or Soi^ety^ 
which was called the Britifh Convention ? ' » 

4^ Yes i I was. . . , .' • ; ■ 

^. Wheii did you become a member of that Coiiventioii ? . 

V.Ido 
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jf. I do not recoiled' at what time the Convehdon was held» 

^ Was you dejputed to the Convention as a Delegate from 
your Society ? 

A. Yes ; I was, 

J^ Can you tell us at wfaattbie Aat ddegation Cook place? 

A. I made a miftake at firft ; it was at die end tif die yoaSr 
1792 diat I was made a member, and at die cad of 1793 d&e 
Brttifh Convention was held. 

^ So that you was a Delegate from your Society \ 
,A.Y&. 

• ^ Do you know at vdiat time you were appointed aDelegati 
to the Convention ? 

- A. I think it was at die end of November, orthe beginning 
<tf December I793, 

^.: £^ Did you attend any of the meetings of die Britiih Cont 
jrention at Edinburgh ? 

A. Several of them. 
" ^ Were there Delegates at the meetii^ of diat ConventiM 
from other Societies in Scodand I 

Ay There were. 

^ From any odier parts befides Scotland, fouth ? 

A. Yes, diere were fome from England. 

^ Was you at any time a member of the London Coire- 
jponding Society ? ' 

A. No. 

i^ Do you remember, at any time, receiving any letter 
Cmilar to duit which I now put into your hand ? (/hewing a Uttir^ 
t$ ihi witnefs.) 
. Aw I. did receive fome letter fimilar to this. 

j^ Among thofp which you received, did you receive die 
identical letter that I have put into your hand i if you look, you 
will fee your own writing on it. 

j£. Yes, I diink this is the letter that I fent into die country. 

^ What number of letters did you receive with tfaat^ which 
were of a Amilar tendency ? 

A I think about half a dozen. 

jg. Who did you receive ^lem from I 

A. From 
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it FxTffnmirMr.&icS:, &££nlMirglv 

A. Yes. 

J^. Of which? 

A Oiie fhatt met in Sifmfimcb'd-ii{ild;i«, lliddUbti'^lbee^ eo 
fbe foatb-fide <i£ Edinbarg^* 

^ What pflgrticuhv name had k ? 

u£ I do not know what it was called} if wa» al S(M!iefty acttflff 
of die (ame nabwwnirthatcrf'^riikh'I Wft9 a 

j^ Was there in that Society to which you and Stock Tic- 
bnged^ ai^ Ci9naiti»& wtiicb Wm bidivm \ff itkf partaadar 
name ? 

A. Tfaeieiims, w C^oMmSnee^ bekfAgfaig to A«( iridhrifad 
Society that I particularly belonged to. 
. ^. Hasriog leceivcd fiw or fix df tveft letter» fttm Sttl^ 
ivfaat did ypu do with them ? 

,<£ I fent feveral of them into the country. 
V j^ Look: ac the fiifcrfeription ta Aaeiit yourhand, anftdl 
me where that was fent to ? 

A It was fent toa perfon of the name of MiUcr, at Pctth; 

j^ Name ibme other places i»fwhicH you fent fins lietCtef* 

A. I fent one to Stratkaven^ 

^ Anyotberf 

A. I think I fent one to Patiley) and to fome oAet tt>wtt rti At 
country. 

- j^ Did yen. fend- any^Dbi Dundee? 
' . ^ I am not very certain ^yhethet' I dkT dt noc^ 

^ You told me you attended feveral meetings* of tfieBHtfflf 
Convention, as it was caHed \ be fo g^ood ses tSelF us stffy oT Ae 
pcoceedtngsof the Britift Convention^ ac which you wiarprdbits 
k«i;yoitany'>pdrticulsHrcaufeQfknM^dge'; did ytxi writrakl]f<if 
die minutes of the meeting f 

j£ I toofc fttaie of the nnntite^ oT die meeting of^ tfte €!bii- 
mention* 

^. Did you aft as Secretary of the ConventSoni upotf tW6 
occafions ? 

A. Now and then, fometimes Fdid; 

J^. WidJOiit 
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^ Without troubling you with the. "lYl^ole.Qf t^^ proceeJuigs 
V^hi^^ WQ .hiive had alresydy i do. ypu remeinl)er any particular 
refolution, which was paffcd with any extraordinary folemnity, at 
die Convention i 

A. I do not recoiled particularly ^ I. would know them to be 
p^cts of the minutes of the Convention.that t wrote myfelf, if I £iw 
them. 

. J^ If In the minutes of the Convontioiiy you ihould fee it ia 
jQur own hwd-writing» you would know it again; but wfaall am 
fpieaking of» 19 not there;, was. there any refdutionpafled withex-* 
traordinary folemnity, fuch a$ rifing up and taking one another 
by the hand,, or any thing of that kind? 

A. I recollect fomething of that kind having happened^ but I dci 
not know what it was. 

Lord Chlefjujiice Eyre. Was you there when it happened?. 

A I am not very certain whether I was or not,, but I cecoUed 
being ^ueftioned upon that very circumftance upon the trials at 
£dinburgb» but I cannot be poiitiye. at prefeat upon the circun^ 
ftances what it was. 

^ Wero you prefent at any time when any refolution was 
palTed with extraordinary fokmnity, fuch as extendi!^ tte jaan^ 
(die mode of fwearing I believe in Scotland,) or by taking one: 
another by the hand. Do you recollect fuch a circumftance^ wttb 
reipe£l to any refolution ? 

A. I do not recoUed it. 

^ Do you recolle£^ the difperflon of the BritiQi Convention, 
bjr the Magiftracy of the country ? 

A 1^ was not prefent at the firft difperflon ; I was in cufiody: 

, ^ Do you remember the fact of the difperflon of the Convene 
. tipi>? 
^/. Yes. 

, ^ After that do you know of forming any eommittees ofi 
ways and means, or any thing of that fort ? 

A. . After the di^eriion of the Convention, I did not aft ia dic^ 
* focieties myfelf, but I underftood 

J^. I do not aik you what you underftood. 

A' Then 



'A TheiitctomtknDw. 

j^ Do you know of die fermation of any Committee dt 
Vtiony 'which met in your own houfe i 

A I cannot fwear pofitively ; it became the common talk, but I 
was not prefent at on^ and was not privy to dieir procedings. 

J^ TTiough you were not purfclf prefent at any of their meet- 
ings^ did pufrom any of dieperfons who were members of die 
Bridfh Convention before its difperfion, learn diat dierehadbeetia 
Gommittee of Union formed; did you learn diat after die difperfion 
if the Convention from any of the members of the Convention? 

A I underftood there was a Committee. 

i^ Did you underftand that from any of die Members of dii 
ConTentbn which had been difperfed f 

A. I cannot be certain to that) but I underftood there was t 
committee* 

B^. Garrow. My Lords, we will now read this letter which 
Ais wtncfs fays he received from Stock; we have produced a 
Iffge bundle of thefe circular letters t6 country correfpondcnts, 
Driiich were found in the pofleffion of the prifdner. 

This letter was tranfmittcd by the witnefs to Miller, at Perth, 
and he (ays he fent other copies to different places in the countryi 
particularly to Strathaven; Your Lordfliips recollect diat an 
anfwer to diat fent to Strathaven, has been read. 

( The printed circular letter read.) 

•* Citizens, 
•* The critical moment is arrived, and Britons muft either at 
*• fert with zeal and firmnefs their claims to Liberty, or yield 
•* without refiftance to the chains that minifterial ufurpation is 

• forging for them* Will you co-operate with us, in the only 
*' peaceable meafure that now prefents itfelf with any profpeA of 
** fuccefs* We need not intimate to you, that notwithftanding 
•* the unparallelled -audacity of a corrupt and overbearing bSdaa^ 
^ which at prefent tramples on the Rights, and Liberties of the 

• Peqile, our meetings cannot in England be interrupted, with-* 
^^ out the previous adoption of a Convention Bill — ^a meafure it 

«is 



^^ IS our duty to anticipate, diat the ties of union may be more 
^^ firmly drawn, aqfl die fei^timexits and views of die different 
•* Socieries throughout the nadon be cdmpared, while it is yet in 
^ our power, fo'' as to guide and dire£k the future operations of 
^ the friends of freedom. Roufb theri, to one ekertioil more ! 
<^ and let us (how our confcioumei^ of this importaiit truth, 
^ If we are to be beaten dowhwith threats, profecii^oiis, and il- 
*^ legal fentences, we are unworthy-^we are incapable of liberty." 
" — We mufl, however, be expedidous. Heffiai^ aiui Au(^ 
^ trians are already iuntoiig us ; and if we tamely jfubmit, a 
" cloud of diefe araied barbarians may fhordy be poured iit 
^. upon us; Let us form then another BridiH Convendon ; We 
^ have a ceiitr^ fituadon m bur view, wliicH, we believe^ would 
*' be mofl convenient for die whole ifland ^ but which we forbear 
" to mendon (entreating ybiir confidehfci. ih dii< particular) 
^ 'till we have the ahfwer of the iSociedes vHth which we are in 
* correfpdAden'ce. Let uS have yciur Wwer then by die abthj 
'" at fardiefi, earlier if pd^ble, whether y6u approve , of the 
^ meafbre; and how many Delegates you can fend, With the 
^ number alfo, ifpoffiblej of your Societies; 
^* We remain your'is, 

^^ in civic afFedioii^ 

^ The London Corrc'fpondirig Sodety, 

^t. HARDY, Secretary/' 

« For die management of this bufirtefs We haVe appointed t 
^ Secret Committee. You will judge, how faf it is neceflkry 
^ kt ybii t6 do the famfe.** 

jfddreffed on the bad 

* Mr. Walter Miller, merchant, Perth:** 

^ Shew this to your neighbours." 

^ Anfwer, pofl paid, to the care of George Rofs, Liberty 
" Gourti Edinburgh;" 

* The Gazetteer is to come put immediately." 

^ Nothing but ready money fubfcriptions received;" 

Vol. hi; k (Qticix^ 
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George Rofsj 
Crofs-examined by Mr, Erjkine. 

^, What was the objeftof your Society, The Friends of the 
people ? 

A. To procure a Reform in Parliament 5 a Reform in the 
Houfe of Commons. 

^ Did your obje<9:s extend further than to a Reform in the 
Houfe of Commons ? 

A. It was only the Houfe of Commons that I afTociatedto 
Reform. 

^. Had your Society any defign, from what you collefied 
from the Members of it) and from what was faid and done in your 
prefence, to attack the King's perfon, or his prerogative, or flate ? 

J. I never thought fo. 

^ Was it your object in that Affociation to do fo ? 

A^ My obje£): was to procure a Reform in the Houfe of Com« 

mons. 

^ You I think was made a Delegate from your focietyto Ae 
Britifh Convention ? 

A. Yes. 

^ When you met together the Delegates from the different 
focieties in your Convention, did you confider yourfelves as the 
Parliament of Great-Britain ? 

A. No not at all. We meant to confider the proper means gf 
petitioning Parliament. 

^ Was any thing done, or (aid, by the Delegates, fitting in 
the Convention, as if they had aflumed to themfelves the audia* 
rity and fun<Sions of magiftracy ? 

A, I could conceive no fuch thing. 

^ Did they exercifeany funftions of legiflative, or executive 
power ? 

A. No fuch thing. 

^ Was there any thing faid by any members againft die King ? 

A. Not that I know of; not that I heard. 

^ Did you make any laws to bind the people ? 

A. We fhould have been very foolifh if we had propofed fuch a 
Ihingf 

;^. What 
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J^. What appeared to you to be die objeS ^ 
A. To procure a Reform in the Commons Ftoufe oif Parlla^ 
toenti 

^. How Were you to do it? 
A. By a petition. 

^ Was that faid among the members of the CdnVention ? 
A. Yes \ and fevcral petitions were fcnt previous to the meeting 
of the Britifh Convention* 

^. What number did the Britifh Convention confift of? 
A. About two hundred. 

^ Had you provided yourfelveS with arms to attack the m^« 
giftracy and government of the country ? 
A, We had not* 

i^ Were the Delegates prepared to refift tiie magiftracy by 
force ? 

A, Not at all J when the magiftrates cJame to difperfe the Bria. 
tifli Convention the fecond day, they did not refift them when 
Ae Sheriff fliewed his authority : he took the Chairman by his 
hand and took him out of the chair) he faid he was doing no- 
thing illegal, and would not leave the chair till the SheriiF took 
hifn forcibly out, 

j^ If you had confidefed diat you were doing that Which wa« 
illegal and difhonorable for a fubje£l to do, fhould you have 
done It ? 

A. No; we fliould have refrained from it, 
^. Should you have done it if you had thought it likely to be 
dimerous to the King's government, or perfon ? 

A* No s I never meant any fuch thing, I had no fuch inten- 
tion ? 

^ Jio you think there were any other perfons in your fociety 
ludio meant any fuch thing ? 

A. I never did \ for it Was always undcrftood, that our (bciety 
\f2A to obtain a Reform in Parliament. 
^. What fort of perfons did the Convention confift of? 
A. There were people of all ranks belonging to the focietiesy 
moft of the poor clafs of people, 

A Were there any rcptitAlc trtdefinefl belonging cpkf • - ^ 
••- Ka AX«% 
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* A Yes ; there wai;€f fome very reputable gentleman among thcnu 

^. People of good charafter, fober lives, and morals? 

A. Moft of them were men of fober lives and morals. 

^. Was there any propofition made in the Convention, iii your 
prefence, during the time you attended it, that led to affumingany 
audiqrityof your own ? 

A* No ; we never thought of any fuch thing, 

George Rofs^ 
Reexamined by Mr, Garrow. 

^ It would not have occurred to me to alk you, wheAcr you 
yrere a traitor, or your affociates declared themfelves ^ be fa-* 
Now I will put fome queftions to you, upon what you have 
been;a(ked. You have told that gentleman that you had no idea 
oi afTuming the powers of legiflation by force ? 

A, No ideas of that at all. • 
• J^ You meant merely to procure, or obtain, if you could, a 
JReform in the Reprefantation of the People ? 

A, You are very right, 
. ^ And that by peaceable means? 

A. Yes. 

^. And that you would have fhuddered at an idea pf Ibrce, or 
refAmce to the civil power of the country; do I take you rignt ? 

A. Yes i very right. 

^ You had no idea of going ferther than a fair, pjeaqpable, 
and orderly application for a redrefe of that which you. conceived 
te be wrong ? . 

A. I will aitfwer for myfelf ; I had not 

^ Were you prefent when that Cohvention came to this refo- 
lutfon; and then tHe propei conftitutional judges will fay, whc-« 
ther you meant it or not ? 

^ That this Convention, confidering the calamitous confc- 
^ quences of any a£l of the Legiflature which may tend to dc- 
** prive the whole, or any part of the people, of their undoubted rig^t 
« to meet, either by themfelves, or by delegation, to dilcufs any 
fS matter relative to their common intereft, whether gf a public 
•< or private nature, and holding the lame to be totally ioconfiftent 
^ with the &ft principles and iafety of ibciety^ andalfofttbyerfivc 
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<^ of our known and acknowledged coiiftitutional liberties, do 
^ hereby declare, before God and the world, that we flidl fol- 
•* low the wholefome example of former times, by paying no 
^ regard to iny aft which (hall militate againft the Conftitution 
•* of our Country, and (hall continue to afffenible and confider 
*' of the beft means by which we can accomplifh a real reprefen- 
^ tation of the people, and annual eleftion, until compelled to 
^ defift by fuperior force/'-^Did you know that the Convehtibn, 
of which you was a 'member, who fought ^U thofe Aings by peace- 
ful ;uid ordedy means, had come to diat refolution I 

A. I am not certaim whether eyer that refolution was paffed in 
fthe Convention. 

^. Upon your oath, was not you prefent when it was pro- 
pofed? 

A. I do not recolleft diat it was propofed, 

j^ Will you fwear you was not prefent ? 

A. 1 cannot be certain, becaufe the Convention met for feveral 
weeks, I believe, and I cannot be certain, whether I was prefent, 
if that was paffed at it, or no. 

:^ Can you fay you were not prefent when fuch a refolution 
was paffed ? 

A. 1 cannot anfwer pofitively to the queftion, on account of 
the Convention meeting for two or three weeks, and I could not 
get to attend it every day for all the time that the Committee met, 
but J conunonly attended two or three hours of every day. I 
cannot recoUeft all the different motions that were moved and 
paffed in the Convention, whether I was prefent at them or not. 

^ 1 will remind you of fome others that will ftrike yoiir me- 
mory better perhaps-^" And we do refolve. That the firft notice 
« given for the introduction of a Convention Bill, or any bill of 
^ a fimilar tendency to that paffed In Ireland, in the laft feffion 
^ of their Parliiament, or any bill for die fufpenfion of the Habeas 
" Corpus Aft, or the <' A£| for preventing wrongous impri- 
^ fofiment, and againft undue delays in trials in North Britain;" 
« or ki cafe of an invafion, or Ac admifSon of ^y foreign 
<*. troops whatfoever into Great-Britain or Ireland ; all, or aChy of 
9 ^d^ qilamitous circiimfiances, {hall be a fignal to the feveral 
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^ Delegates to repair to fuch place as the Secret Comnuttee of 

^ this Convention (hall appoint; and the firft feven memben 

^ ihall h^ve power to declare the fittings permanent, and twenty- 

^ one fball conftitute a Convention^ and proceed to bufinefs."-— 

Upon your oath, was not you prefent when that refolutiqa was 

cometo? 

' jf.l ditnk I was. 

Mr.Gtnrr^fto^ Attend to this^^^ The Convention doth hereby 
^ reiblve, that each Pelegate, imipediately on his return homci 
^ do convene his conftituents, and explain to them the neceffity 
^ trf* ele^ng a Delegate, or Delegates, and of eftabli£bing a 
^ fimd, without delay, againft any of thefe emergencies for his or 
^ their expences and that they do inftru<^ the (aid Delegate, or 
^ Delegates, to hold themfelve^ ready to depart at one hour's 
« warning," Now I &ncy I h^ve brought you to recoiled 
this? 

^. I do recoUeft that from yoi;r reading it, 

J^ Now attend — No perfons were members of thjs fodety 
fcut perfons of moral life and converfatipn \ refpe^ble, orderlyi 
^d decent Ctti^ns, I think you told that Gentlen^m ? 

J^ That was not my anfwer to the queftipn \ he afbed mQ 
if there^were not reputable trade(men bdongiiig to that Society, 
J faid yes* 

^ So you underftood that queilion to be, whether there weiQ 
|iOt fome reputable tradefinen belonging to that Society \ 

^ Was Watt a member of that Society? 

if. No, 

^. WasDownie? 

J. He was. 

^ As. you jttve told that Gentleman, upon your crois-exat 
mination^ diat you took the intention to be to proceed by peace 
^d orde r 

. Mr^ Gibbs. I fubmit to your Lordfhips that that ia. imprqierf 
That fort of interlardipg a queftion is not permitted to us cveain 
^ofs^examination, 

Urd Chief Juftici ffre, I pcrfcOfy agree widi jwu It is » 
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liabittia] irregularity i I ftate that as a common excufe for it alf, 
as a thing to be correAed as mudi as we can. I did not expcdr 
we fliould get right in a moment i let us keep as much within 
bounds as we can ; it difhirbs the argument of the examinatjoii 
entirely, when it is fo filled with thefe obfer vat ions, 

Mr,Garrow* I am much obliged to your Lordftiip for the 
kindncls with which the admonition comes^ and for my partj I 
wjU endeavour to fubmit myfelf immediately to it.— Was you 
there when it was refolved^ '* That the moment of any illegal 
** difperfon of the present Convention, fliall be confidered as a 
" fummons to the Delegates to repair to the place of meeting 
** appointed for the Convention of Emergency, by Ac Secret 
*' Committee; and that the Secret Committee be inftruflcd ta 
** proceed^ without delayi to fix the place of meeting ?" 

jf, I think I was prefent at that meeting. 

Mr, Erjkine, It is ftated that the moment any of thofe thing* 
were communicated, they were to be a fignal for your holding 1 
Canvtntion at fucji a place ? 

A Yes, 

^ But what were you to do when you got together in this 
Convention ? 

j£ To petition Parliament to get thofe grievances redreflci 

Mr. Garr§w^ That Gentleman has a/ked you> what you were 
to do when you fliouid be got together upon the fummons of the 
Delegated' Do you mean to ftate upon your oath, that you had 
the kaft apprehenfion that that meeting, in a Convenuon of 
Emergency, fummoned by a Secret Committee of Emergency, was 
for the purpofc of again petitioning Parliament ? 

A* I would never have agreed to the motion upon any otlicr 
terrns- 

^ Do you mean to ftate upon your oath, that you un- 
derftood that the refolution which I have read to you, and 
which I will read again—" That we fliall follow the whole- 
^ fome example of former times, by paying no regard 
** to any z£k which (hall militate tgainft the Conftitution 
•* of our Country I and (hall continue toaflemble and confiderof 
** die bcft means by whidi wc can accompUfli a real reprefentatioft 
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f'of thepeople, and annual ^le&ion, until compelled to defift by. 
f* fuperior force."-*-Do you mean to fwear that you underftood 
tdiat to be to meet in fuch Convention foe the purpofe of again 
petitioning Parliament 2 

A. I had no other idea. . . 

^ Do. you mean to ftate, that you underftood diat. to be 
the meaning, of fudi a meeting in a Convention of Emergency ? 

J. I underftood it to be that fome people (hould be authorized 
to call a meeting \rfienever 9ny of thofe circumftances (hould take 
place, and the intention of the meeting would b^e that of petitioning 
Parliament ■ ■ <: 

^ That the Delegates were .to hold themfelvesin readinefs to 
depart at an hour's warning, for the purpofe of again petitioning, 
that Parliamei)l| whidh they, bad already petitioned 'without 
iiiccefs ) 

Mr, Gibbs. The Convention, neyer had petiti9ned Par- 
liament 

Mr. Attorney GenefaL It has been diftindtly prayed in evi- 
dence, that thefe Scotch Societies ha^ ftatfd that mp^e ciFedual 
ineans fhould be ufed. 

Mr. Gibbs. Mr. Garrow ftates that the object was to petttioR 
$igaih that Parliament which the Convention had before petitioned 
widiout etk&r^How. I ap not aware that the Coay«ntion had 
petitioned Parliament 

Lur/i Gbief Juftke. Eyrti It is nctf a fuhjeft to be debated, but 
it is perjfefUy clear thajijuft in, the manner in which the queftion 
was put, the &6i wa^ not ftated, 

Mr. Garrow. .Do you ipeau to repreibit to the Court and 
the Jury, that you underftood that the Delegates were to hold 
themfelve^ in readinefs to afTemble upon an hour's notice, in 
order to petition |*arlian^ei^ upon the difperfion of the Con- 
yentiQn^ 

. A. I underftpod that the Delegates, whenever tfiey got in- 
clination that a Conv^tion was neceflary to be held, that diey 
(hould iminediatejy repair tQ a place appointed. 

Jg. Do you mesKi ag^in to. Aat^e ifaat you underftood the pur< 
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pofe of that fecond Convention, after the dilperfion of the ilrft, 
lyas to petition Parliament ? . , 

A, That is what I mean, 

^ Let me fee whether I underftand you di(lin£tly, for 
.God fprbid I fhould mifunderftand you, or endeavour to mifrc- 
prefent you—rYpu undcrftood that the Convention of Eniergency, 
i¥hich was to be coUeAed by ihe Committee of '£ma?gency upon 
an hour's notice, was to petition Parliament? 

A. I f^eyer would have agreed to the meeting of SMiy Conven- 
tion, if tltey meant to oppofe Parliament; and I underftood that 
\i there was a Convention called again, that they certainly 
wduld petition Parliament for redreffing ^e fuppofed grievfmces 
l^hich exifted. 

^ For what purppfe, after the difperfion of the exifting Con- 
tention, was a new Convention of Emergency to be called 
by a Committee of Emergency, to petition Parliament, as yoit 
underftood it ? 

A^ I underftood they would petition Parliament, that although 
their petition was rejefted, they would ftill continue, they would 
pot du-QW afide the notion of a Parliamentary Refonn merely from 
the rejeftion of a petition or two. 

^ So that though the firft petition fhould be rejected, and 
the Cqnvei^tion difperfed by force, yet you underftood there was 
to be a Committee of Emergency to call a new Convention of 
Emergency, and fo go on again petitioning, diough. they fhould 
have dieir petitions again rejected ? 

A. I underflood that the Friends of -the People meant to petition 
JParliamcnt till they fljoujd g^n their end. 

J^. Th§n why did not the Society of the Friends of the People 
j^ on 'pd(UiJ|^nihg Parliament, without fending Delegates to a 
Britifh Conv^^Wi for the purpofe of efFefting thefe reforms ? 

A Qne of the^eafons for Aat was, it was noticed that a peti-^ 
tion for Parliamentary Reform did not fpecify any particular 
refonn, and that was one of the reaibns for a Convention as I 
underflood it, to fpecify the particular reform in dieir petitions 
^lat tbey wantecj, and Ijkcwji fQ. . j i j. 
' J^; AndlikcWiicwha^l 
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i£ I do not recollea what I was going to fey. 

Arthur MEwan (fworn) 
Examined by Mr. Garrtnv. 
^ Where is your place of refidence ? 
A At the Water of Leith. 

^ Were you a Dcfcgate at the Britilh Convention, whkh 
^dTembled at Edinburgh i 
J. Yes. 

J^, Did you atttod the meetings of (hat Convention ? 
>/. Sometimes. 

j^ Were Aere any Committees for the purpofc of managing 
the bufmeft of this Convention ? 
A I believe diere were. 

^ Are you now fworn according to the manner in whicji yoa 
irfually take an oath i 
A. No. 

The wiinefs was fworn holding up his right handy while tbi 
Oath was repeated^ in/iead of the ufual form. 
^ You was a Delegate of the Britiih Convention aflemUcd 
at Edinburgh ? 
A. Yes. 

J^. Were there any Committees of the Convention for the 
purpofe of managing its bufmefs ? 
A, I believe there were. 

^. Did they from time to time report to the Conventioa 
itfelf? 

A, As to that I do not remember. 

^. Do you remember the circumftance of the Convention 
being difperfed by the Magiftrates ? 
A. Yes. 

J^ After the Convention was difperfed, do you remember any 
Committee being formed out of the Societies I , 
A Yes. 

^. What was the name of it ? 

A* There was a large Committee ^embled,' ai I iaw by 

hand« 
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hand-bills, that weqt under the name of the Committee of 
Union. 

^ Of what perfons was that Committee of Union compofed ? 

/f. I cannot inform you as to the names. 

^ Was it compofed of members of the Convention which h^d 
been difperfed ? 

jf. Some of them were, I believe fome were noti at leaft for 
>iught I know. 

^ Were diofe who, as far as you know, were not members 
of the former Convention, members of the Society of the Friends 
of the People at Edinburgh? 

jf. I cannot fay that, becaufe I was not formerly acquainted 
Wth them* 

i^ Wai. there any other Committee, called a Commiuee of 
Ways and Means ? 

jf. Th^re was another Committee chofen out of the large one, 
which went under the name of a Sub-Committee, and after that 
it was ftyled in a printed paper a Committee of Ways and Means, 
but who made it out in that form I know not. 
, j^ Of that Committee which was called the Committee of 
Ways and Means, who were the members ? 

J. Mr. Stock, Mr.Bourke, Mr. Aitchifon, Mr. Bonthron, 
Mr. Downie, Mr. W^tt, andmyfclf. 

J^ Do you remember Watt as a member of that Committee 
of Ways and Means, reading any plan for the purpofc.of eiFe6):ing 
^MXie miichief at Edinburgh? 

A Yes I do. 

^ You had been a member of the Britifh Convention ? 

jf. Yes, 

&. What was the plan which was read in the Committee of 
Ways and Means by Mr. Watt, one of the Delegates, and wlio 
W^ a member of that Committee ? 

jL The purport of what he read froni the paper, as I think, 
yanthus, that it wa s u ■ ■ 

J^. Attend to me 9 fingle moment—- do you know for what 
pv^oie^ iQ {M|fti«ular| you were s^embled at the time that this 

plan 
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plan was read— -was it for anfwering any letter ?-— Do you know 
Jor what purpofe this Sub-Committee was chofen i 

A, The reafonof diufing this Sub-Committee, as far as lean 
underftand it, was to look into the circumftances of Mr. Skir- 
ving 5 for this reafon, that a fortnight before there was a letter 
read that came from him by a man on that large Committee, in- 
timating that there was due tohhn, from die Friends of die Pe^^le, 
twenty pounds, and he wifhed they would make good that pay^ 
ment to fupport his wife and family when he had left the land; 
that was what I conceived the Committee was appointed for. 

^ In that Committee of Wa)rs and Means, was there any 
letter which had come to the Society, or any of its members, 
which purported to be a circular letter which you were then met 
to anfwer. Look at this letter, |vas ^is lett^ produced in the 
Committee of Ways and Means ? 
' >/• If it was, it was not in my prefence, I never faw it. 

^. At a Committee of Wavs and Means, W^tJ repd | 

A. Yes. 

^ State what diat plan was which Watt read in the Com* 
mittee of Ways and Means ? • 

^ ^. As &r as I can recoljeft, the plan ran in diis way^-it was 
hientioned there to feize the Lord Juftice Clerk of Scotland, and 
Ac reft of the Lprds of Council and Seffion, and the Lord Provoft 
of Edinburgh^ and it gifo mentioned to kindle a fire. at die 
Excife Office in the New Town> and there were to be parties, 
according to the way that he read that paper; there were to be 
parties ftationcd at the Luckenbooths. 

Air, Erjkinc. Mr. Attorney G.eneral, I wifh to know in what 
way you make fhis evidence ? 

Mr. Attorney OeneraK It is due from me to ftate to your 
Lordftiips how I fliape the cafe. We have now, as your Lord- 
fliips recoHeds proved. by a letter of the 17th of May, 179^ 
from Mr. Hardy, by a Mr. Urquhart, who was then going to 
Edinburgh, diat he fent this propoiition to the Convention at 
Edinburgh, to affociate; not only that Society widi^ L^ndoir 
gorrefponding Society, but both with ^ytty other ' Society 

throughout 
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^roughout the iiation-*-4hat In anfwer td that, Mr. Sktrvingy 
who Appears to be the Secretary, in a letter which was found in 
the pdflTeffion of the prifoner, ftates — ^^ If either you in England* 
" or we in Scotland, Ihould attempt feparately the reform which 
•* we feek to obtain, we fhould, by fo doing, only, expofe our 
*' weakneis, and manifeft our ignorance of the corruption which 
*^ oppofes our important undertaking. — If we fought only the 
*' extirpation of one fet of interefted men from the management 
c' of national affairs^ that place might be given to another iet* 
** without afFefting the vitals adverfe to die fyftem of reform."— 
It then ftates in general, that they muft have the whole, and not 
a part*-*and then he defires that there might be a general union 
of the people themfelvesj he fays— <* bafte therefore," (addrefling 
himfelf to the prifoner) ^ to afTociatey at leaft to be ready to 
^ affociatc. — If then fuch a broken ftate of things fhould take 
« place, the civil broils that would neceflarily enfue, would 
*« foon fubfide before the united, irrcfiftible voice of the whole, 
« — Do not, I entreat you, hefitate, thinking fuch a work pre- 
« mature as yet, but a month, and then it may be too late — A 
** malignant party may be already formed, and only waiting for 
<* the halting of the prefent Managers 5 it will then be too late to 
« feck to fubjeft to deliberation, after a party has dared the z£t 
•* of rebellion. liF you go no fardier than- feparate meetings ia 
^ different towns, we will not be able to confide in your conf^a- 
^ temity, becaufe, while in fuch a ftate, you may be .but the 
^ tools of a fadUon — We could have all confidexKe, and. unite 
^ widi all affedllon in one AfTembly of Commiflioners from all 
^ countries of the world, if we knew they, were chofenby.the 
^ unbiaffed voice of the people, becaufe they would come up with 
•* the fame difinterefted views and defires as ourfelves, having 
** ail agreed to a common centre of union and intereft 5 ,hut we 
^ could not confide in fellow-citizens who kept aloof from fuch 
^ union, and would not previoufly affiliate in one great and 
<* indivifible family." 

Upon the 23d of November, 1793, a letter was written to 
Norwich, by the prifoner, in which he informs .the. Society at 
Norwich, ^ of the Convention called and now fitting in Edln- 
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** burg, for the puf pofe of obtaining a fpeedy and radical refomt 
^ in the fyftem of Parliamentary Reprcfentation, and you are 
•* aifo in poffeffion of the circumftances of our having fent two 
" Delegates, Margarot and Gerald, to reprefent our increaiing 
•* Society, in that refpe£lable Affembly. The Society for Con- 
^ ftitutional Information has alfo elefted two reprefontativcs, 
*• Yorke and Sinclair, the latter only of whom has gone to 
«* Scotland for the difcharge of his important miffion." 

Then he ftates to the Norwich Society, that the ohjQ& of the 
prefent letter was to inform them of the important conununicar 
dons which their mii&on had produced; that it had diffufe^ fpirit 
and refblution through the different Societies in Scotland i that 
Aere muft be a* complete union for the recovery of their rightSi 
and the complete renoviadon of the lib'erdes and happinefs which 
they are entitled to as men, and expeft as Britons j — ^that an in- 
creafeof afFeftion, zeal, and confidence — ^a concert of permanent 
union — a free communicadon and comparlfon of fentiments aod 
intentions, mature deliberation and mutual reliance, are die fruits 
ofthemeafures adopted by the friends of liberty in Scodand, and 
feconded by thofe in London and Ireland. 

Then he preffes the Society at Norwich to roufe to inunedi^te 
co-operation withdiofe efforts in Scotland, for the general good-i^ 
he is defirous to awaken them to a fenfe of the importance <tf 
die objeft they were to purfue, and to perfuade all the Sociedes 
in England, tohave an immediate jundlion with this federation.—-' 
And then he defires diem to fend a Delegate of their own, in 
order that they may, by a general union, fo ftep forward and avow 
their fendments, as to enfure a fpeedy terminadon of the war, and 
a reftoradon of every right to which Britons and Freemen are 
lendtled. 

Your Lordfliips will give me leave to put you in mind alfo^ 
diat diis Society wrote to ShefReld, to Leeds, and I diink to one 
or two other places, to fend Delegates to the Convention in Scot- 
land, — they did fend Delegates to the Convendon in Scodand; 
and Skirving, whofe name has before occurred, appears to havtf 
written circular letters upon the arrival of the Dclceats^ of the 

two 
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two Englifh Societies, defiring all^ the Societies to come to* 
gether. 

Your Lordj(hii>s likewife recoiled, that we have given in evi- 
dence, letters that were written by Hardy, and alfo by Margaret 
and Gerald, who were Delegates in Scotland; and likewife let- 
ters written from thoTe Delegates to Hardy, whilft the Conven- 
tion was fitting. 

Hardy in a letter of the 8th of November, 1793, fays — ^ That 
^ part of your letter which mentioned your vifiting different towns 
^ in Scotland, for the purpofe of promoting die caufe; — diejr 
^ were pleafed with the idea, but they diought that it could not 
^ be put in pra£Hce, on account of the neceflary fupplies, whidi 
^ come in but (lowly. "-~ Your Lordfhips will alfo find that there 
was that folemn refduUon made, which has before been men- 
tioned; and from die proceedings of die Society, it is clear diat 
they had even laid the plans of future Conventions. 

Your Lordfhips will alfo be pleafed to recoUefl that, on die Sth 
of December, 1793, Margarot, who was then in Scotland, writes 
to the Secretary of the London Correfponding Society, a letter.-— 
There is alfo a letter of the 27jd of December, 1793, in which 
Margarot writes diem, to come to very ftrong^ refolutions.-*^ 
There is anotherietter of the 24th of December, 1793, of Skir- 
▼ing tQ Hardy^ in which he bys — ^ The time is now arrived^ 
<* diat wemuft {hew ourfelves wordiyof Liberty, or defervedly 
^loie it ;—- the oppofition of our adveriaries, is (temonftration of 
« the propriety and efficacy of the means which we have employed 
•^ to obtain it'* 

Then upon the 20di of January, 1794, your Lordfhip will alio 
recoUe^ that at the Globe Tavern diey came to predfely the 
fame refolution, as diat which was come to in the Convention in 
Scodand, before that Convention was difperfed. — ^That upon 
aiiy motion in die Houfe of Commons, to prevent the people 
• meeting in Societies for Conftitutional information, the Conven- 
tion ihould be called immediately; — and your Lordfhip will aUb 
recoDed, that that motion was communicated from Scotland^ 
(after the Magiftrates had interfered} by a letter which has been 
itad^ writftni I think> by Margaret or Sktnring,in whidi they 

2 ftatf 
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ftate that that refolutibn waH come to, leaving outi ^ In cafe df 
invafion^^ — And they ftate that letters will riot lafely communicate 
all they have to fey upon the fuUjeft; 

Aft^f the difperfion of the Coftventiofn, thefe Societies ito loiW- 
ger exifted as a Convention; but the Friends of the People^ and 
other affiliated Societies in Scottand, procekbd to form Commit* 
tees of Ways and Means and Union :-J have therefor^ I jfubmi^ 
dearly laid a foundation to fliew that up to this period^ ^ fhofe 
Societies were affiliated) that is the London and Scotch Societies ^ 
and that it is exceedingly clear^ whatever Contention walstQ be 
called^ wa^ to be a Convention bodi of die people of England an^ 
Scotland. 

This being fb we have alfo laid before your Lordfliips ^videncei 
pf which I will fay this only, that it is evidence to go to the 
Jury, that the affiliated Societies in Lcindon, liiany Of the mein-^ 
bers of them were providing themfelves with mtifkets and pikesi 
tiiat the Sheffield Society, which correfponded as well vd^idi StiDt- 
landas with London, was alfo providing pikes: — then I conodte 
that I am at liberty to prove as a hSk. in this cafe, the providing of 
pikes, and the a£^ual exiftence of plans of refiftance to.thego^ 
yernment in Scotland at the fame time^ precifely Upon die iaMi 
principle as if we were now trying what would be a much mpte 
manifcft overt a£t, I mean an open rebellion in the comntry^ 
I conceive, upon the principle laid down in Loh-d Lovat% ani 
t)ther cafes, that there could not be a particle of doubt, that if i 
had charged an open a<St of rebellion in England, that I (hould 
have been entitled to fhew that in b& there was in Scotland, ano^ 
^er armed force refilling the King's forces there i even though I 
did not^iew any communication by letter between them, (bas to 
make it probable that they were co-operating with each other* 

I fubmit to.your Lordfhips, that this is evidence to go before the 
Jury, leaving them to judge of the application that it has. 

Mr. ErJkiHe. We have been detained here for {o many days/ 
^nd we, who are of Counfel for the Prifoner, having only beenf 
difmifled from the Court to have that reft which nature recjniivd 
without any opportunity of looking at the different papers lilrhidi' 
(K^Qfiftitute 0ie great body of evidence in the caufci-^I confeis kt 

* (toe/ 
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Ime, that £ am not fo well prepared as I ought to be, nor is it 
poilible for any man to be, to follow the Attorney General in die 
connedlion whidilie feems to labour upon the different docwAcnts 
'^ich he has read. As far as I underftand faim, I take it liiat 
there is nothing that can or ought to conned the prifoner with the 
proceedings in Scotland, in which he Is fought to be involved.— • 
In die firft place, the letter which the Attorney-General ha$ 
vesdy from Skirving— - 

Afr. Attorney^GeneraL In order that I may ftate the thing 
cntifely to the Court, I -beg to put the Court in mind that we 
have now proved that a circular letter whidi was to call this Con- 
vention, has been actually foujid in Scotland^ and that that is a 
circi^r letter which is written after refolutions which ftate that 
tbey are to have a Convention of the people. 
• Mr. Erjkine. I fuppofe the Attorney-General confiders it oiAy 
ias evidence of the firft branch, 

Mr. Attorney Genfral. Yes. 

Mr. Erjkine. Then we will admit it 

Mr. Garrovo^ to M^Evjan. I believe we left off at that part 
of Watt's plan, that had ftated a defign * rf kindling a fire at the 
'£xcife-office in the new town ? 

A. Yes ; that a fire was to be kindled at the Excife Office, an4, 
a party of men to be Itationed at the Luckenbooth, a party at 
the heiid of the Weftbooth, and the fire was to draw the mili-* 
tary from the garrifon, 

J^. From the Caftle at Edinburgh ? 

A* Yes. When they came down paft the booth, the men 
diat were ftationed upon die head of the booth, according a$ 
his plan nut, they were to come in behind diem, and the men» 
ftadoned at die Luckenbooth, were to take them in the front, and 
lb indole them between two parties j as far as I could imder- 
ftand the paper read to us^ there were different parties, as was 
•mendoned, who were to feize the different banking-houfes in 
Edinburgh, and Commiflioners were to be appointed for to go 
•nd demand the cafc from the banks : That is, as far as I recol* 
left, dw purport of that paper, which he read at that timt. 



( 446 ) 
^. Of whom were thofe feveral parses, which were to hf 
jhus ftationed, to be CQinpofed ? 

jf^ I do not know j I know not a fingle individual, 
^ What fort of perfons, or belonging to what ipit of Sot 
peties or Committees were they to be ? 

^. What I thought upon by his plan was, th^it he iQ^ant it tQ 
be done by the Friends of the People ; but at the fan^c time I 
did not know a fingle individual that was to engage in iUch g^ 
iiffair. 

l,pjr(f Chief Jujii^e Eyre. Did he fay ^yho th? people ffcre 
tb^ were to ei^cute this ? 

J^ IJedidnot. 

^r. Qarraw. This plan of Watt's^ I underft^ yoq, wv 
iread at a meeting of the Committee ? 

An Yes 5 but I look upon it to be totally drawn up by him* 
ielf ; I never faw it till that night when he produced it. 

^ How many members of the Grand Cqipmittee might be 
prefent when Watt read his firft plan ? 

A. There were ^ye^^ I think ; a Mr, Stock, myielf, Wafl| 
Downie, ^nd Bonthron. 

^ Of how many was the Cpmmittee of \V^ays ai|d Maff 
foinpoled? 

A Of |eveq altogether. 

^ So that there were five qut qf thq^ feyen prcfcnt? 

J. Yes, 

^ When Watt read thjs paper, what pafied upon it in Acj 
(pon]iai\ttee i 

4^ I^q farther pafTed i4pQn it than that I obje£^e^ to i^ as focp 
^ I underftoo4 be had done reading ; I faid I wouldl by no 
ineans agree to any thing that was to diflurb the poaceg^ or t^ 
tended to. (bed the blood of my countrymen; Mn Bonthnyi 
a^re,e4 along with me ; he faid, by no means \ and, findii^ t«B 
V^. Qppofition to that paper, there was no further coinaiea( 
^nadis upon it 

J^ Do you rcjpfiember, at any other time, Mr. Watt pifi 
iJ^cing either the lame plan with any enlargement, or any aur 
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plan or feheme, for aay thing to be put In execution zt £iin< 
burgh ? 

A I remember his re:5tding a paper ■■ ■■! 

J^. When? 

^^ One of the laft times that I was at that Committee; Hfft 
laft, oiT kft bi^ one ^ I am not pofitive which. 

^ How many perfons were prefent ? 

A I cannot recoiled ; but it was on a night when tb? Com* 
poittee ufed to meet. 

^ The Great or Sub'^onunittee ? 

jf^ The Syb-pCommittee. 

^ What was th? plan propofed by Watt at that Sub-Corn* 
inittee meeting ? 

4, It was father a copy of a proclamation, as 1 coUeded ity 
prohibiting ^l {aimers, defers in corn, meal, or hay, to re^ 
move the feme from theJr refpe<9:iye places of abode, under .pain 
pf death. 

Lor4 Chief Jujiice Byre. Was you prefent at that meeting 

100? 

. J^^rd Chief Juftiee Eyre, How foon was that after the firft ? 

4 I could not recollect ; I think I wa3 only 6ve flight at 
that Committee altogether, 

Lgrd Chief Juftia Eyre, Was it the nt%t night »fter, or 
later? 

Ap I rather think it might be two weeks after that, 

Mr, Garrovf^ This proclamation forbids all fermers, dealers 
III corn, meal, or hay, to remove the fame under pain of death? 

A* Yes ) and alfo tq all gentlemen refiding iq the couhtry, 
not to leaye their refpe&ive habitations for a greater diftance 
ifaan three miles, ynder the fame penalty \ diefe, as iar I can xe« 
fioll^^ w^e the contents of that pap^r. 

^ Was th^re any thing in that addref$ relative to bi< Ma« 
Jcfty? 

• J", OntheQtfaer fidsof thep^r tberewasaccqpyof an Ad^ 
lictfs to his Majefty. 
■ ^ F^ Wh« purpofe \ 
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* A. Ordering him to difirKfs his prefent Minifters, and to put 
an end to this bloody war, or he might expeftbad confequences; 
it either ran this way — ^that he might cxpeft bad confequenceSi 
or he might abide by the confequences ^ I could not underftand 
which. 

^. When was this proclamation, according to Watt's reprc-r 
fentation, in that Committee, to be carried into execution ? 

A. The paper mentioned, I think, that this copy of an Adr 
drefs was to be fent to his Majefty the morning after the attack 

^. Was the attack, that you defcribe, the drawing the fd- 
diers from the Caftle, &c. ? 

/ A. I could look upon it In no other light than that this was to 
ftrengthen that plan which he had read in the former Committee; 

^. Was it explained by him, in the Committee, what was to 
be done with thofe foldiers when they Ihould be fo furrounded } 

• ^. No. 

J^. Nor with the magiftrates ? 

A. He did not enter into particulars. 

^ Upon his propofing the fecond plan, what paflid about It f 

A, There was nothing paffed upon it, for when he had read 
that paper, I faid, Mr. Watt, thefe things do not belong to 4c 
caufe of reform, and I would by no means agree to any fucb 
things. 

J^. Had you been a member erf the Britifli Convention at 
Edinburgh ? 

A. Yes. 

^. Was you prefent at the paffing of any of their folcmn 
lefolutions? 
; A. No ; I was not. 

^ Do you know a perfon of the name of Orrock ? 

A* Yes. 

^. Do you know of any order he received from Watt to 
form any offenfive inftruments of any fort f 

A* Yes 5 Mr. Watt called upon me one day, and wifhed nw 
to take a walk to Robert Orrock'sj when I went there, he told 
him that he wifhed him to make fome pikes, and, as &r I can 
rccoUeft, Orrock drew a modelj upon the table, orfometbing* 
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^ What tftide is Orrock ? "\ 

* \/f. A fmithi 

^ Did he refide in the neighbourhood of Edinburgh ? 

jf. Yes ; within a mile. Me fketched it out upon a date, or 
Upon a board ; he laid he had four thoufand to fend to Perth, be* 
fides what he had to diftribute about Edinburgh) that Was all 
that I remember. 

^ Do you know that^ in point of ht&j Orrock did make 
fome pikes for Watt, in confequence of that order ? 

A I only knew it fince Orrock was in confinement. 

;^ Do yo^ know of any haying been found in Watt's or Or- 
h)ck's houfes ? 

jfi I never faw one ot thetfi. 

^ You mentioned a perfon of the name of Stock, who was 
prefent at this laft nieeting at which you and Watt were prefent ? 

jf. Yes. 

^. Did Mr. Stock, at thai time, mention any place to which 
he was going? 

jf, I remember he did; he fald, as far as I can recoUedl, that 
he was either going to London, or to BrifloL 
« ,«^ Did he mention any perfon In London in particular, upon 
whom he intended to wait, in order to eftablifh a niode of cor- 
refpondence with Mr. Watt ? 

jf. He J&id by defire of Mr. Watt that he would wait upon 
^r. itardy, Mr* Watt fending a letter along with him to Mr% 
Hardyi 

^ For what purpofe was he to wait upon Mr. Hardy ? 

>/• . As far as I could underftand it, Mr. Stock faid he would 
take a lettef to Mr. Hardy, and that he would do every thing iu- 
his power to eftablifh a correfpondence between the two» 

^, What two, do you mean Hardy and Watt ? 

A. Yes i as far as I underftood him* 

^. Do you remember Stock writing any thing then, as a plan 
of feorre(pondente between himfelf and any other perfon ? 

A I remember he took a theet of paper and divided it ; he 
/narked upon one fide, the Ariftocrats are doing fo and fo, on 
di« Other, the Democrats fo and fo ; that is all I can recolleiS of it* 

. L3 ^N?\«3L 
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^ What was that paper reprefented to be for ? 

A Watt wiflied a correfpondence between Hardy and him. jfe 
mentioned dia:^ be wiihed to correfpond in a fafe method ; zaihc 
gave him this as a plan how he might correfpond in iafety ^ dut 
was die plan he mentioned* 

J|L Was any thing (aid at that meedng of Stock^s CBlIing 
again upon Watt on the fubjedl of his going to London ? 

jt Watt £ud if he would call upon him next day^ he 4umI4 
have the letter. 

^ Did. you fee any thing more of Stock ? 

^, I never faw any thing more of him after that« 

Jrthur M^Ewanj 
Crofs-examined by Mr^ Brjkine^ 

^ Whether any letter was ever written to Mr. Hardy yoi 
do not know i 

A. No. 

^. Or whether Mr. Hardy ever defired his corre^;K>n<fcnce 
you do not know ? 

A. I know nothing about it.^ 

^ Was you a member of the Society of the Friends of dKI 
People in Edinburgh ? 

A* I was of a Society at tte Water of Leith. 

J^. What was this Sub-Committee at which Watty Tissms^ 
and' other perfons: attended ? 

An A Sub-Committee, which I looked upon to be £>r Ac^ 
purpofe of looking into the finances of Ma Skirvkig, for tte 
reafon, that Skirving had wrote a letter that there was twenty 
pounds owing to him. 

J^ What was the obje£l of your Society ? 

A. A Parliamentary Reform. 

^ What number did your Society confift of? 

A. I fuppofe about twenty. 

^ Was you in the Convention ? 

A. Yes. 

J^. How many of the meetings did you attend in the Con^ 
vcntion when it lat ? 

A. I couM 



f Jk I coukl not lay I I might be half a dozen nights there. 

^ Was you there when it was difperfed, when the magi^ 
trates came in ? 

A, Yes* 

^ During all the time )>ou attended this Conventidn, did 
you ever hear, from any of the members, any fuch talk as Watt 
indulged himfelf in at the Committee ? 
. A. Never* 

^ Would you have fet your foot into the Convetitioh if 
Watt, or any body elfe, had been talking of fcizing upon the 
Judges, and iending an Addrefs to the Kti^ I 

A. No. 

<^. You would not have done fuch a thing, ^ould you ? . 
* A. No. 

^ Was there any thing, of that fort in the G^nvention ? 

^. No. 

^ You never faw any thing of that fort? 

A.^<s. 

^ From all you ever faw 6r heard of the member^ there^ 
what do you believe the Convention met to do ? 

A. As far as I could underftand i^ they met to obtaki a Par« 
tiamentar^ Reform. , 

^ How did yoii underftand, from the general oonverlatioflr 
and debates in the Society, that the^ meant to fet abo&t obtaift* 
ii^ that? 

^. By a petition* 

^ Don't you recoUea it was faid, that although PaflJartent 
might not be difpofed, as it had not been dtfpofed to lifteh to 
petitions of fmall bodies of men^ when no ipetific plan 6f re*-* 
form was propofed, yet if a vaft nulnber 6f the j^ple of Eng- 
land were to agree upon a plan, and point it out to the attention 
of the Parliament, very probably it v^ould rtteetwiA better fuO- 
cefi? 

A. I do not remember that. 

J^. Were they to have petitioned that mght>^ ot how Wis that 
to be done ? 

'^ ^ That very night when thto Gonvtntkm^ w» di^tfedi it 

L 4 V^ 
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tras to have tome oncler confiderationi either to jpetition' ^ 
Houfe of Commons, or the King, as far as I can recolle£l* . 

Lord Chief Jujiice Eyre. Had there been any notice given of 
fuch a motion ? 

. J. It was given the night before, as far as I heard. 
- Mr. Erjkine. You heard fo in the Convention ? 

J. Yes. 

Lord Chief JuJlice Eyre. Don't you confound that wtb 40 
Addrefs to* the Nation ? 

^r I do not recolle£l that^ 

Mr. Erjkine. Have you feen the books lately I t 

J. No. 

^ Or heard them read ? 

jl. No \ I never put pen to paper upon the fubje^ \ I nevel 
correfponded widi any man upon the fubjeA* 

^ How may did the Convention confift of? 

A I could not fay; 

^. But how many do you fuppofe they confifled of 2 

A. Near tvwj hundred, I dare fey; 
, ^ Had you ever any arms ? ' 

jt. I never few one. 

^ In any of the debates, that took place .among the man* 
feers of that Convention^ was it ever pfopofed that they ihould 
arm themfelves to overtura the Government I 

A. I never heard it. 

^ Was any thing faid to that efFe£t in the Convention ? - 

A. I never beard it in the Convcittion# 

^ Was it ever prc^ofed that they ihould hove arms,, in ecder 
to defend themfelves againft the magiftracy, and to inftft upoa 
making laws inftead of die Parliament ?. 

A. I never heard of arms in one place or another, till Watt 
aiked me to go that day to Mr. Qrrock's. 

^ Did Watt ever fay any thing of that fort in the Convca^ 
tion when you was there I 

>/. I do not know. 

Jg. Was he a member of the Convention ? 

A That I do not know any dung about. ... 
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* ,^* As (oor\ as Watt mentioned ifiis,^ yoii Yajr you rejedtcl' 
It with indignation ? 

* A, Yes; Mr. Bonthfdn affd m6' reje<9ted it, 

J^. What fort of people did your Society confift of? 

/ Working people. 

^ In your Society was it ever propofed or debated among 
you to overturn the Government ? 

A. No. 

J^. What foit of a reform nms it you wanCed ? 

A The reform moft of them fpoke of was univerfal fuf> 
fcige, and anlHial ParBaments j fome were of that way of thmk- 
ing, fome for triennial Parliament^ as fettled at the Revolution^ 

^ What did you underftand by univerfal fuffrage ? 

* A, The people at large to have the chcHce of their reprcfenta- 
ti?es. 

J^ Was it ever debated, or was it erer proposed that the 
King's perfon or his throne were to be touched ? 

* A, I never heard that mentioned. 

^ Was you to petition for any alteration in- the Houfe of 
lords, or any thing of that fort ? 
A. No i to petition the Houfe of Commoas or the King* 

Jrthur M^Ewatiy 
Re-examined by Mr. Garrow^ 

^ What was the Committee of Union for ? 

A. I can give no information as to that. 

^ Upon your oadi, wasnot the Committee of Union: after thcr 
4fp«fion of the Bf itifh Convention, for the purpofe of eftablifli-r 
M% a new Convention, a Convention of Emergency ? 

A Upon my oath I never heard at all, — I never was in it but ' 
4at night when tiie letter wa* read from Skirving.^ I was never 
^Q it but that night i mentioned^ 

^. O then, a Sub-committee formed out <rf the Committee of 
vftion? 

A. The firft night lyras in that Committee, vrfiich is ftyfcd a 
Committee of Union, that letter was read from Skirving: — the 
^t nig^t again I wassqppointed a member'of this Sub-committee, 

and 
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did what was going on in (hac Committee of Union 1 km^ 
not. 

^ Do you meantoreprerent that thepurpofeof thcCotaftiit-* 
tee of Union> as well as that of Ways and Means^ was only rela- 
tive to Skirving*s letter about his own finances,— J afk yon, wai 
it not for the purpofe of eftabliihing % fund for a new Con-* 
vention ? 

A All the tranfaftions I ever faw was in that light. 

^ You can give na account what the Committtee of Uiupa 
was for? 

A No; I was never in but that night that t.WBi§:iippointed .< 
member of the Sub-commitice* 

^ You would not have gone into the Convention, if you had 
had an idea of employing any force, or tourhing the King's Ma- 
jefly, or at all encroaching upon the Conftitution, or producing; 
in ibortv a Reform, but by peaceable meaxis ? 

J. No. 

J^. Did you know that your Convention bad icfolvied>-" 
* That this Convention^ conAdering. the calamitous confequences 
« of any aft of the Legiflature, which may tend to deprive, thfl 
" whole, or anypartof the people, of their undoubted righttomceti 
" either by themfelves, or by delegation, to difcufs any matter rela- 
" tiveto their common intereft, whether of a public or private na- 
** ture } and holding the fame to-be totally inconfiftcnt with the lirft 
" principles and (afetyoffociety; and alfo fubverfive of our known 
" and acknowledged Conftitutional liberties j — do hereby declare^ 
*^ before God and the world, that wc fhall folldw the wholefome ex- 
" ample of former times, by paying no regard toanyadk which 
" fhall militate againft the Conftitution of our country ; and fha^ 
**^ continue to aflemble and confider of the beft means by which 
" we can accomplifh a real reprefentation of the people, and an- 
" nual eleftion; until compelled to defift by fuperior force ?" 

A I do not remember any fuch thing. 

^ Do not you know that with great folemnity, the ConvoH 
tion had come to that refolu^ion? 
. A No, I do not know that. 

^ Did 



^ Did you not know diat the Convention bad refolved, ^at ni 
certain emergencies^ they fbould declare their fittings periB»* 
nentf 

jf. Ko, I did not know that neither^ 

^ Nor that it fliould be conftituted, and proceed to buiinel$, 
as foon as twenty-one (hould be met? 

J. No, 

^ Did you not know that the Convention telblved that the 
Ddegates werre to htM tfiem(idves ready to depot at an hour's 
warning, and to repair to the place of meeting appointed by the 
Conunittee dr £mergency.--^Did you? 

jf. I have heard of that^ but only know of thatby hear&y. 

j^ You have heand the Defegates were to meet at aa hour's 
notice? 

A I heard it mentioircd that they were fo have another Con* 
rention^ and that die Society were to get information refpefiiag 
Aat other meetings 

^ Thatthey were to be furnifhed with informatioii! 

A That they were to get infi)rmationr 

J^ Who was to furniflvtheofk with it? 

A I do not know. 

J^ Upon your oath, -do not you know it was to be a Conven-* 
tion of Emergency? 

A No. 

^ The purpofe of this new CcMivention, 1 take it for grama^ 
iras only to petkion Pariiament for a reform ? 

A That was the purpofe of the Society I belonged ta 

^. And that was to be the purpofe of ihe new Convention? 

A. I could not fay as to that at alL 

^ This gentleman has got you to fay, that you wtnild not 
have remaned for a moment in the Convention, if yotr had had 
die idea of any force being employed ^— upon your oath, how 
came you to attend' a fecond meeting of Ae Sub-committee, with 
Watt, Yfho had propofeda plan for drawing down the Soldiers 
from the Caftle, in order to have them furrounded by the Friends 
of the People, and for carrying that iirif plan iritb exccution-^- 

How 
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How tame you to meet him at a fecond meeting, whta he IrSI 
enlarging upon that plan ? 

A, t did not know that he would repeat it ^gain. 

^ Did you go and inform kny Magtftrate of fuch a plol? 
. .j/t No, but I infbrhied the Sheriff. 

^. Did you inform the Sheriff of tiie firft plan, before Watt 
communicated the fecond ? 

A No. 

Lord Chief Jujiice Eyre. Vou are trfrfng this man to go Aef 
length of convi6ling. himfelf of High Treafon.-* — The Court 
ought to take care in the examination of a witnefs, ttiat he is not 
called upon to accufe himfelf.- — H« is upon verjr perilous gromuL 
1 am not quite fure Aat pu would be permitted to moke ufc of 
a man's evidence againft himfelf fo obtained, or I would nothaTQ 
permitted it to have gone on fo long^ 
^ Mr. Garfmu. It has been examined to on the other fide.—* 

Lord Chief Jujf ice Eyre. It is difficult to fey that a queftiom 
fliouldbe aflced on one fide, whieh ihould not be controverted by 
examination on the other fide ;-«-witneffes therefore fhoidd nn« 
derftand what they fubjeft themfclves to- 

M^Ewan. My Lord, I am not acquainted with thefe things 
and I hope your Lordfhip will prote<5): me. 

JVilliam Middleton (fworn) by holding up the hand^ 
Examined by Mr, Garrow.. 

J^. Did you feareh the houfe of Watt, who was executed a| 
Edinburgh? 

A. Yes, I fearched his hoiife upon the 15th of May, laflw 

^ Did you find any pikes in his houfe ? 

A. Yes. 

Mr. Erjkine. Tliis was after Mr. Hardy was taken up.- 

Mr. Attorney GeniraL It has now been fpoken of, that Watt 
gave orders for pikes-*-we (hall be able to prove by the time at 
Vrbich the orders were gtven^ that it was before Hardy was ap* 
prehended* 

JLord Chief Juftice Eyre^ That cannot be admitted. 

( The Court was about to adjourn. 1 

Mr. 
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■ Mr. Erjklne. My Lords, this is the fourth day that my friend 
Mr. Gibbs ai>d myfelf, have flood undoubtedly in' a very anxious 
fituation; — there has been a moft voluminous body of written 
evidence, all of which has not been printed j*— copies of that part 
which is unprinted, have not ^s yet reached me: — there have 
been two days fpent in hearing parol evidence ; and we being but 
two afligned as counfel for the prifoner, have been obliged con-r 
ftantly to be engaged in Court, in crofs-examining the witnefles 
for the Crown ;— r-and your Lordfbips very >yell know, that the 
crofs-examination of the witnefles, prefents a great feature of oujt 
cale on the part of the prifoner. — A great deal of that has fallen 
upon me: — your Lordfliips muft be fenfible it is impoflible I 
could at the time of crofs-examining a witnefs, take any particular 
hote of what he has faid. — When the evidence for the Crown was 
near clofing, as I thought, I humbly requefted of your Lordfliipa 
for the indulgence of an hour or two to look over the papers;—^ 
your Lordfliips were pleafed to grant my recjueft, 'vyhich J confw 
dered as a perfond civility to myfelf.— I was prevented by ex-r 
treme ficknefs, from availing myfelf of thofe two hours, for I was 
extremely ill, and nothing lefs than a cafe of this magnitude coul4 
have brought me into this Court, — Since that time I haye not ha4 
natural reft, for I have not got home till between ^wo and three 
o'clock in the morning^ and haye been here again at nine; fo that 
I can fay withafafe confcience^ I have not had an opportunity of 
cafting *my eye upon any part of the evidence, though I truft I 
have fomething of the general refult of it in my mind. — I fliould 
hope under thefe circumftanpes, the prifoner may be indulged 
with fome opportunity, for my friend Mr. Gibbs and myfelf, to 
arrange our papers, and confider them together ^s Counfel for 
the prifoner, before we are called upon t® make our defence:—- 
and it is neceflary to do this, not for my addrefe to the Jury only^ 
tut it is neceflary when I addrcfs the Jury, that I prefent theni 
the prifoner's cafe, that depends much upon the arrangement of 
the evidence >— rand I feel myfelf in no condition to do this, either 
jn a manner that is refpedlful, or fit for the Court, or for thefafety 
(jf the prifoner. — I do not wifli to impofe any particular time, but 

merely 
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merely to leave it to the indulgence and jufticc of £hc Court, per* 
fedlly fure when I leave it there, I leaye it in a fafe place. 

Lord Chirfjujiice Eyre, I feej the weight of your obferyair 
ttions» of thedifllculty under which you labour, in ^n extraordi* 
nary cafe, whiph can hardly be judged of by the OMXunon ntlefc oi| 
•w^ichive proceed in cafes c^thjs nature s^-^the Court arerfa 
difpofitipn to give you all ^e jnd>*lgence they poflibly p^^n, bc- 
caufe there is a vaft mafs of evidence, the cafe arifes out of the 
evidence, gnd it is fit the cafe fliould be ^oroughly canvalled-^ 
At the fame time, it is certainly notorious that the great bulk of 
that evidence has been in print a great while, and J camiQt believe 
tliat it has not been very wejl confidefed as far as it has been 14 
print, — I am fure that muft be underftood, 
. Now I will te)l you very fairly, if the queftion was only tb^ 
perfpnal accommodation of yourfelf and Mr. Gibbs, at the ex- 
pence of the perfonal convenience of myfcif, my Lord, and my 
brothers, I am quite fure we Ihould have no difficulty ii) die &- 
crifice of our perfonal convenience \ — but there is a great deal 
more in the cafe,— rwe have a Jury who have been thrown jntQ 
the moft arduous fervice that ever I faw a Jury engaged in 5 they 
have borne it in a manner that does therT> infinite honour, and { 
have no doubt but that as far as it is ncccffary that they (I)ouldcQn-i 
f inue in the fituation they are in, that they will bear it chearfully, 
. — I have feen fuch a fpecimen of their behaviour, that I cannot 
entertain a doi|bt of that ;«r?-but tl^t we could give ypuai^abib- 
Jutefufpenfion of the bivfinefs in the fituation that we are in, upon 
the terms of keeping the Jury in the fituation in which they mufl 
be kept, is a thing that jt is perfcftly impoffible for us tq think of, 
Now this occurs to me, my brothers will confider of it \ — I merely 
throw it out for their confideratiqn.-'-yQu are men of honour, 
you will te)l us whether yoi* really do mean to call witAefles, or tp 
take the cafe uppn the ground upon which it is already made:-— 
Jf yoij mean ^o call witnefles, you may call them to-morcow; you 
inay go qn with the (?afe 4s far as it will be neceffary far you to go 
pn, to fi}l up all the tin^e (hat ought to be filled up, leaving only 
apart of Sunday, the common interval qf reft, without our keep- 
ing the Jury in a fituation tp do rio^hing. — If you 4o not mean 

tt 
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tocaUwitneiTeS) but mean to leave the cafe v^th th^ obfervation$ 
.which arife upon the evidence that is before the Court, we will 
go as far as we can; — but if witneffes are to be called, and you 
deflre not to addrefs the Jury immediately, you muft immediately 
begin to examine your witneffes, as foon as they have clofed on the 
part of the Crown 5 and fill up the time that will intervene between 
that time, and the time when you will be ready to go on with your 
addrefs to the Jury, — In that way I think we fhall put the Jury 
pnder no unneceflary hardfhips, becaufe whether they hear the 
witnefles before or after thq fpeech, ' is a matter of no import, 
fance to them, 

Mr ^rjkine. I fhould be afraid to take upon myfelf the ex-« 
periment of trying a caufe, particularly of this magnitude, in a 
inanner totally different from any that ever occurred in the ani, 
pals of this country, I fhould be afraid to begin ai> experiment 
pf that fort, more efpecially when Counfel in a capital cafe; be- 
^ufe undoubtedly the evidence comes with infinitely more weighty 
fuid I mean by weight the proper weight evidence ought to have, 
the bearing of it upon the cafe when ftated by the Counfel, who 
|8 to introduce it; and mudiof tlie efie£l of evidence is loft, and 
much diftorted by the crofs-exami nation of Counfel, until the 
true bearing of it is explained, I do not propofe that which can 
be properly termed a fufpenfion of the trial, that could throw that 
fprt of inconvenience upon the Jury, which would, \ am fure, give 
ine as much pain as anybody in the world; — ^but your Lordfliips 
Will recolledl the Attorney General in opening his cafe, (I am 
fure I think as highly as it is poflible of the ability of the Attorney 
General, and of the manner in which he performed his duty) he 
fi>und it neceflary uridoubtedly to fpend nine hours in the opening 
pf that cafe,-- r-the prifoner moft unqueftionably may expecft an 
equal time, if it were neceflary, for his Counfel to take the fame 
courfe in opening his cafe ; — and if I were thrown upon it in thje 
prefent moment, not having a fufficient recolleftionof the great 
points of the evidence, if I were put upon fpeaking to the Jury, 
I might take that courfe of reading at great length, great number§ 
pf papers;— whereas, if I had the opportunity of a few hours 
fporcji yiYiidi i$ the nature qf my application^^ merely to arrange 
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<ny papers, and to feleft fuch as, in the judgment of my learned 
friend and myfelf, are fufficient tQ do this as it ought to be done^ 
it would ^aye time. 

Lord Chief Jufiice Eyre, I dread the explanation of a few 
hours; Mr. Attorney General, what ftirther evidence have you 
ito produce ? 

Mr. Attorney General, I think my evidence will not take up 
oiore than forty minutes. 

Mr. Erjkine, I do not knojv whether your Lord(hips meaa 
to fit on Sunday? 

Lord Chief Jujiice Eyre. I (hall fit late on Saturday night, I 
fry nothing of Sunday^ 

Mr. Erjkine. I at^ Hteraliy at this moment, and I have beei| 
dil day yefterday and to-day fo extremely unwell, that I do not 
think if I were cajled upon tp fpeak for any length of time, I couU 
poflibly fupport it^ 

Lord Cloief Jufiice Eyre. I can eafily thinic that to be the 
cafe, and ;t is a circumftance I ^m extremely forry for j on Ac 
other hand, I cannot hazard the fituation of the Jury. 

Mr. Erjkine. I fhould be forry to put the Jury to any incon- 
venience.-T-I do not fhrink from the bufincfs, I am extremdy 
willing to fufFer any thing, but I afiure your Lprdfliip ^at my 
health is extremely fiifFering by it. 

Lord Chief Jujiice Eyre. What is it you a(k fbr ? 

Mr, Erjkinf. As I ftated before, the Attorney General found 
it neceflary to cpnfume nine hours, I fhall not confume half that 
Itimc,— certainly I think I Ihall not confume half that time, if I 
had an opportunity of doing that which I humbly requeft of the 
Court, that is, of arranging the materials in fuch a manner, Aat 
I fhould be able to make thofe obfervations which occur to me to 
be the proper obfervations ^o be made, as Coui^fel ft)r the 
prifoner, 

Lord Chief Jujiice Eyre. We have offered you an expedientj 
neither of you fay to us whether you can accept it, 

Mr. Gibbs. With refpeft to that expedient, I have no doubt 
to fay that it is utterly impoflible for Mr. Erfkine and myfelf, in 
the fituation in which we ^r^, refpetfting ourfelves, refpe6Hn|; 

thQ 
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AeCoorfv Anir^>f£Ung tbe:BuhliOi mi^AezJuryi it-il;uMlJ]tf 
impoffibk for us. to^tfainb of! da^ bedauflbif ai^thiiisfldyerAb 
ftouldbappdn wheitwse^haV^rukBn Aich a lin^ thft imputation 
Hkdtt lie upofi'U^ 

Lord ChiefJuJHci Eyre. That it may not be in your judgf't 
iiient a defifabk thing is very wbU, bufc liat: Aexe i& anj^atber 
objedion to it, I cannot agree to. Whether .tbr cafia :it< 
taken upon the fumming up of the evidence) or whether it 
is taken upon the openii^ ef the« mdMcey is as to all legal 
purpofethe fame ^ I can fee no difFerence : it may make a vaft 
^ifierence^iA your jiidgsneat, as tOr whttt ifr^ilia' beft msmner an4 
Ae beft method of laying your cafe befiveAo Jury j undoubtedly 
we are affifting the prifoner by putting die Counfel in a fitua- 
tion to do his bufinefs in the beft manner, by propofing it diuss 
^ereas if they were put upon doing it in the ordinary couri^ 
they would lie under a peculiar difficulty and difadvantage. Mr» 
Erikine has not yet told us what he a(ks. 

Mr. Erjkine. Since it is put exprefsly to me, I (hall pro^ 
pofe, unlefs the Jury profefs it a very ferious inconvenience to 
diem, inftead of coming in the morning at the time we generally 
come, our coming at twelve o'clock, fo that the Attorney 
General can finifli at one. Mn Gibbs will have the goodnefs to 
take a note of die few hQs ftated by the witnefTesj I fhall be 
able by that dme to come. 

Lord Chief Juftice Eyre. Then fuppofe we adjourn to .eleven 
o'clock. 

Mr. Gibbs. We conceive your Lordfhips will permit Mr. ^ 
Erfldne to open the Cafe of Mr. Hardy; then our. Wit- 
nefles will be examined, and then I fhall be heard after our 
witnefles. 

Lord Chief Juftice Eyre. You will condud your cafe in the 
manner you think beft for the intereft of your Client. 

Mr. Erjkine. I ihould be glad if your Lordfliip» would allow 
another hour. 

Lord Chief Juftice Eyre. I feel fo much for the fituation of 
die Jury, that on their account I cannot think of it. 

Mr. Erjkine. My Lord, I never wa^ placed in fuch a fituadon 
. Vot, III. M ksk 
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M the iK^iole ocntrie of my prafiice before^ whh fo many Geo* 
demen on die odier fide; however, I don't (hruik from iCr 

0ns of tbi Jury^ My Lord, wc are extremely willing lt> 
allow Mr. Erfkine another hour, if your Lordfliip thinks 
proper. 

Lord Chirf Juftia Eyre. As the Jury alk it for you, I will 
not refufe you. 



If now being Half faft One o'Cloeiy on Saturday Morningj tie 
Court adjourned to Twehe o" Clock, 



SESSION 
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SESSION HOUSE IN THE OLD BAILEY. ^' 
Saturday^ Nbvember the ift^ i^q/^ 

PRESENT, 

Lord Chief Juftice EYRE; 

Lord Chief Baron MACDONALD J 

Mn Baron HOTHAMj 

Mr. Juftice BULLER^ 

Mr* Juftice GROSE i , 

And others his Majefty's Juftices, &c« 

Thomas Hardy fet U the bat. 

• Mr, Attorney General I am now going to call a witnefs to 
|)rove that a paper was found in the pofteflion of Mr* ThelWallj 
^d ^fo to prove that another paper of the (ame fort Was found 
in the poiTeflion of Mn Martin, being of the hand^Writing dk 
Martin* Thefe papers were found after the apprehenfion of Mr. 
Hardy* When I have proved that the papi^r^ were found in the 
pofieflion of Martin and of Thelwall, I ihall then go 6n to prove 
by a witnefs or two, whom 1 ihall call for that purpcde, diat 
they exifted in the poffeffion of £iach of theih long before the 
apprehenfion of Mr. Hardy : they purport upon the face of 
Aem to be prepared for the General Meeting of the Corre* 
iponding Society, upon the 14th of April, 1794, at Chalk 
Farm* 

Mr. Gihbs. Your Lordfhip lees diat the evidence offered Is 
that thefe papers, after the apprehenfion of Mn Hardy, were 
found in the poileffion of Mr^ Martin and Mn Thelwall, merely 
that they were in their pofleffion, not that they were €ver ufed 
by theiti--^it does not appear but that they might have got inta 
their pofleffion again, but fimply that they Were in their cuftody 
as a newfpaper is in my hand this morning, and may pais into 
other handsi 

Lord Chief juftice Eyre. The only ground upon which any 
paper is objected to as evideocey feund after die apprehenfioni^of 

Mi2 *' thQ 
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tfie party, is that t)y poffibility the paper might not have exifted, 
dr might not hav6 been in the hands of the perfbn till after his 
appreheiifion ; that is the only gfounH iipon which the evidence 
is refufedj if they rciiiove that groiWd of objeftion, it is ad. 
miiHble. 

Mr, Gibbs, I underftand the hflc geherally to go to any paper, 
that was in the hands of any one pcrfoii. I underftand that to be 
the principle.' 

' Lord Chief Jujiice Eyre. Thit goes ratJwsr to the efFea of 
the evidence, than to flie admlffibility ; it being found in the 
pofleffion of the parties before the apipirehenfion, removes in hSt 
the obje£lion. • 

Mr. Attorney General. Mr. Martin and Mr. Thelwall, in 
whofe cuftody the papers were found, were perfons who, toge- 
fttr with Mr. Hardy, ,were appointed to prepare the proceedings 
fer the Chalk Fkrm Meeting. 

LiriCSiiifJufttce Eyre. I obferved that that goes more t9 
die te^ft of the evidence, thaA to its admiffibllity. 

t • ■ • 

Mr^ Qjarles Sthaw (fworn) 

Examined by Mr. Attorney General 
' 3^ Whtfi^ did you find that paper ? (Jhewing it to the witnefs) 

A, In Mr. Thelwall'sboufe. 

^. Wh^^n you apprehended him ? 

A. After be was uken away; I remained to bring aviray die 
j^pers. 

J^ Upon what day ? 
'jf. On the mght of the i3th Tof May, or the morning of Ac 
t4di. It was the morning of the i4di. 

Mr. Gibbs This is certainly an informal mdde of prooei^ding; 
t conceive ih^ thefe papers cannot pofHbly attach tipoA Mr. 
Hardjr, aS tbey Were foandftibfcqucwt to iris being taken into 
iuftody. 

jfphnNi/l (Vworn) 

i; Examined by Mr. Attorney General 

>d|lXo6k«t that paper! (fiiwingittotbewtfufs)^ 

1 ' A.t 
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A. I f(Hmd diis in Mr. M^rtui'^s cfa^ft i^ ^ i^iog's Bspdi 
Prifon. 

Mr, Gihbs. Whon did you find it ? 
A On the 29tb pf May. 

Mr. Trdliam Walker {^c^^2^2xn.) 
Mr. Attorney GeneraL Look at that paper (Jbewiag it tc thi 
ivitne/s) do you know whofe ^apd-writing that isj 
A I believe it to Jbe Mr. Martin's bandrwriung, 
^. Have you feen him write t 
J. I have. 

(Another pafer Jlfepin to the Wifnep.^ 
^ Whofe hand-writing do you believe that tQbp ? 
A. Ijbelieve that alio to \^ Mr. Marmi-s)i^«|Kri^i^ 
Mr. fSibbu Did you eyer fee l^^f r Wi^^wxijc f . 
A* Yes; frequently. 

J^. You did Uv^c iathe Addjphi> I belief.? 
>. Idii " ' ' '"'^ / 

Ewp Evam (fworn) < 
Exanmvsd by Mr^ Attamrf Qtmr^f. 

^ You were confined in die King-^s fieadiAiii^ Ibdtoie^ 
for debt? ' \ . . ' ■ 

A. Yes. 

^ When did you leave the King's Bendi f 
A I cannot rightly tdL 
^ How long ago ? 

if. I fuppofe fix or (evcfi months ago.. I left it cndl tibe jxft ^t 
July. 
^ How long had you beea thejre ? 
if. Near two years. 
J^. Do you know Joha Martial 
' i^-^erfeftly welL 

^ Was he a prifoner ifccrc f 
if. He was. 

^. Do you remember,. wbQe yoit were in tibe K^^^ 
.Bench, ever feeing either €f ifae papers jiov mt iitta your 
bandf ' '/ '^^' : 'J 

M J A-V 
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»' jf. I remember pcrfeftly well feeing both the papers* 

^ When was it that you faw them ? 

^. I believe abput the beginning of April. 

^ lyook at the top of this paper, ^nd tell me whether it was 
before the date there meutipned^ or not i 

J. It was before this time, 
' Lord Chief yujiia Eyre: Where did you fee them ? 

A. In the room where Martin was. 

Mr. Attorney General Had you any convcrfation with Martia 
at that time? 

J. I hadr^he tpjd me he wrote the refolutjons fonr the Society 
at Chalk Farm ; he had a copy of diem^ and read them feyeral 
times in th6 room. ' 

^ Look at the other paper, and tell my Lord and the Jfufy 
whether thofe are the ppers which he read feyeraj times in* the 
room, or not? 

J. I really cannot recdleft ; he often read them to one Pearcei 
who ufefl to come to fee him j Jie faijj he wrote the rcfolutions 
f9r Chalk Farm, and that there was plenty of cayenne in them^ 
and if they fcAewed his advice or example, there would be wanx| 
VPPlrk^^nQng thpm ^pxt themonthof May was out. 

^. Did you knoiy Pearce? 

J. Perfeaiywell. 

^ Did he ufe tjo cpme there ? 

A^ He took the refolutions from Martin to Chalk Farmt 

Mr. Gibbs. How dp you know that ? 
^- r r^» I faw Mar^n give the papers to Pearce. 

Mr. Attorney General. Was Mrs. Evans, your wife, wift 
you ? 

A> YeSj (he was. 

^ . Was Mr. Tourll prefent at th^t jtime ? 

A. He was there when Mr. Martin mentioned about the ccfqi 
lutions, that he had put plenty of pepper in them, 

^. Did they fee thefe papers as well as you ? 

^, My wife giw.them. 
• -^ Did theyhear thedeclanttionsfif Maritm,as j«>uhav^ft^ 
^lem^ as i^ell as vou f 
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Evan Evansr "^ 

Crofs-^xamined by Mr. Gibbs* 

J^ What are you ? 

ji. I was formerly a grocer. 

^ Were you in the King's Bench Prifon for debt ? 

^ Yes. 

^ For two yeafs, I Aink you fey ? 

A Nearly. 

^ Had you any difference with Mr. Martin dierc ? 

J. We hod a difference }aft of all^ Mr. I^rtin wlihed to kave 
the room I was in to himfeif. 

J^. I do not want to know the reafon of your diflfejrcnce— you 
* had a violent quanpel f 

J. No; we had no quarrel, only a difpute. 

^ Younever uttered any expreifions of refentmei^ or treats 
^gainft him, did you ^ 

4p Neyen 

Evan Evantf 
Re-examined by Mr. Attenuy General 

^ Was there 9 man of the name of Gay in'the King's Beji& 
Prifon at the time that Martin was there? 
jf. There was. 

Mr. Attorney General At .d)e end of Martin's letter, hi 
mentions Gay, 

4nn Evanf (fwom) 
Examined by Mr^ Attqrney General 

T ^ You are ^e wife of die Gentleman ivbo gave evidence 

iuftnow? 
A. Yes, 
« '' i^ You attended your hulb^nd, I believe, in the King's Bench 

Prifon? 
^ A. Yes ; I ivent backni^rds and forwards to him« 
f J^ Do you know Mr. Martin ? 

t A, Yesj very well .; 

^ M 4 j^ Did 
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^ Did you ever fee thefe papers before, look at tbmr? Olk^ 
%ng them to the witnefs.) 

J. Yes; I havc&eatfhemdbdtfa. 

J^. Where may you have feen them ? 

A. In the King's Bench. • 

^. InKv]M^<^'<Hn^joi][pofieffio02 

A. In Mr. Evans's room, in Mr. Martin's pofleffion. 

^ When was it diat rjipu iaw tbem'there.! was it befoce or 
after the month ftated at the top ? 

A. It waS'iiitb^^quvnth. 
. ; f^J^M.y^^ ;)^e|len^tD hear^Mr. .Martin ;^ ^aoyTdung re« 
fpe£ling thefe papers; and if he &id my.thipg,- »d}^bi«asit jdtat 
fjhe^d4ay? 

A. I remember his reading this paper, jpartiailartj.meiTlieo- 
ing that it is not Jawffil.to .take .i^.arznsa^nft .0ie Kings 
elVK-4f)a^jlr>4^:f^peT^4;te^ is nothing .morie 4at \ ie*> 

collect, as I was paffing to and fro, ' but thofe words* 

J^. Did you hear him fay any thing elfe, except .what he &id 
about the paper ? ... 

A. Nothi^ dfi^j ^tliwc were .three Gentlemtn prefent, to 
^^omhe re^d it. • . 

J^ Was there any talk about Chalk Farm ? 

A. Yes ; I heard him mention that he had drawn Ae refiilttticds 
,l(P for Chalk. Faro 

^ Did he fay any thing elfe ? 

A. He faid if they kept by his refolutions, they were very wairm 
ones, for he had put plenty of cayenne into them, and that theit 
woiddbe verywaniKwork, 

' .^. . Do^^ou ranemher.a.pedbn rof ^e ;mnie.pf Pffaf pecopdi^ 
there ? 

A. Perfefily well ; Mr. Martin's Clerk. 

.;^ dH[adAlartia^£earceaoyc0nv^iatk»i)i^^ 
or Chalk Farm ? 

A, I heardnonoAiUAe brought the friMMtieftS^-p^SjItwli Pqu'C^ 
(aid he had had many of them, l3»t jthat he;had ,(Uftfilm|ed'^^ieot 
Hmong the workmen of a Coach-maker in Ii^j^-Aqc^ ^Kt^thaf 



Mr. Hardyhad-a^rcat many mpr^ printed, and ttet heqcmiM 
^et mpre. 

Mr.Gibbs. Ypur Xiordfbips fee this is not evidence agaiofl: 
Mr. Hardy J in fed, it is not the more evidence for Hardj^S^ 
^joame being mentip«:d, than if jt w^ jeio.t.mc»tipned. 

Lord Chief Jujiice Eyre. I do not know that it is, 

CrofsHCxamined by Mr. Gibhs. 

^ What refolutions were thofe that Mr. Mardn ^loe o£? 

jf. For die fneeting of the London Correfpondijig Socie^ ata 
dancing-room in Tottenham Court Road, and that they rempved 
from thence to Chalk Farm. 

Jdr.'Auornyf General Do you know what fireet dmt is In? 

jL No. 

Jdr.'Gibbs. Can you fwear that thefe are tbp verjr papess that 
you law in Mr. Martin's hand ? 

^. lean. 

^ Were they ever put into your hand to read ? 

jL They were nots but I have bad them in myhs^d fre« 

J^. Since? 

jf. No, at that time. 

^ You have-frequently read diem? 

j^ You amufed purfelf with looking into Mr. Martin's pa- 
pers when he was not there ? 

Jn And when he was prefent likewife. 
^ When you fpeak of the copies that Pearce faidrhad jbeen giv^ 
;^gm9ng;$he Coachmakers, do yqu- mean to fiiy tl^t they were 
copies of thefe papers ? 
f4* They were the refolutions printed. 
^ ^^ut you do4iot mean dift they were copies of diofe whk;^ 
sire'iKiw-put into Court ? 

j^w4 iMefjAtfiice J^yre. I did not underfland dwm to be ^ 
^^^qginals^pr copies of ^ r^dutions viaui at Chal)c-F9nn» Jb^ 
that Mm;^ i^(^ dt^umfii&it^bmjiiif^ 
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prepared the refolutions for Chalk-Farm, and diat the pap* 

brought by Pearce was a printed eopy of thofe refolutions ; untefc 

this fliall turn out to be the original of the refolutiohs, it am<mnts 

""to nothing. 

Mr. Gibbs* I know it 15 not, but I thought Aat miftate 
might arife, 

Thomas Tourll ((worn) 
Examined by Mr. Attorney -GeneraL 
^ I 'believe you had the misfortune to be in the King*s-Bencf| 
Prifon about the months of March and April laft ? 
J. Yes. . . -. 

^ Do you know Mr. John Martin at all ? 
>/. I know him by frequently feemg him in Mr. Evans's roomj 
I nevqr knew him before he came there. 
*" S^ That is thchuftand of the lady who was here juft ncfwl 
J. Yes. • 

j^ Did you ever fee this paper before? (Jhewing it t^tbf 
fustnefs.) 
•* J. No. 

^ Did you hear Martin fay any dung about the Chalk-FaoQ 
Meeting ? 
J. I did. 

^ Be fo good as ftate what you heard him fay ? 
J. One evening, when I called in at Mr^ Evans's rooni| 
•'Mr. Martin came in. 

^ What month was that in ? 

jf, I believe in April } it was thj«e or four days before tbc 
Chalk-Farm bufinefs, 

^ State what Mr. Martin (aid in your hearing, about the 
Chalk-Farm bufinefs ? 

J. Mu Martin came in, and theWfinefs of Chalk^Farm cune 
'up ; he ?fkcd me if I had read any thing of it — ^I toU him J 
bad not ; in converfation^ he iaid he had drawn up, and I tiiiiA 
•fie faid hrhad fcht ihc refolutions ; I am certain he iaid he drew 
■ fhem up, tnd, he faid, if they followed the refolutions, Acie 
^"^^^ddti'^mrtA^oA^ for he had put in plenty of Cl7cnne« 
^'.1 j ^.Was 
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' ^ Was Acre a man of Ae name of Gay in prifon at As*. 
time ? 

jf. There was, 

^ Were he and Martin much together ? 

jf. Very often. 

Mr. Jttorney^eneraU I will read prefently a refolution of the 
Conftitutional Society, relative to that Mr. Gay; his name oc- 
curs in that letter, and I think he appears to be prppofed as a 
member to that Society by Mr. Tooke. 

^ Did you fee Pearce there ? 

jI. I have feen him there two or three times, 

^. Perhaps you had not occafion to obferve any particuU)* 
commu/iication between them I 

A, I had not. 

Mr. jftt^rney General Now I tjJce it there is no objcftion t^ 

•reading the paper ; therefore I defiife it may be read, and I uroulJi 

beg of your Lordihips, and the Jury, not only to attend t(& 

'what is left in the paper, but to what isftruckowtof it$ t4 

:Jook ^t ^? paper itfelt 

•t 

(The paper read.) 
•^ At a General IVIeeting of the lyondon Correfponding Society^ 
*' held^t: pn Monday, the 14th d^y of April 1794. • 

"Citizen.-: — ^ i- in the Chair, 

« Refolyefl, That all fovereign, legiflative, and judicial powers^ 
« are the. rights of the p^soplej and though the people ha?^ 
^ delegated thofc their original powers to others, in trujl^ for thq 
« benefit of the cormnunity, yet the rights thcmfelves arc rew 
'« ferved by the people, and pannpt be gbfolutely parted with by 
^ the people to thofe perfons who are employed to conduct diQ 
tt bufinefs of the ftate, 

^ Refolved, That the Copftitution of Jlngland is h^ld by the 

• f Kirjg, Lords, aqd Commons, apd other officers appointed by 

f* the people in trujt^ for the benefit .of the people ; and though 

y tl^ (1^9^ <^y r^uUtQ ^ imprQv? thQ Cpnftitutioa, yet 
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u they caxrnot alter or '/ubvert it without cop^ting trcafim 
^ againft the nation. 

« Refolvcd, That Magna Charta^ or THE GREAT 
•» CHARTER OF THE LIBERTIES OF ENGLAND. 
« made in the reign of King John; THE PJ£T1TION.OF 
,** RIGHTS, affented to by Parlijunent in the reign pf Kuig 
!^ Charles L and the ieveral Jaws nude at and >o conlequmce itf 
.^ the GloriQiu lUvolution in the year 168JS, are (dediuralpry tf 
^ thofe parts of the Conftitutipn qf England, whic^ are in and hf 
« them refpeftively declared. 

«^ Refol ved, T^iat the office of KING (4 &#ili4 wa3 pot.iti- 
4^ ftmited by ithe people mcirely as anjpftqe of pr^t and.honQiqr tt 
c^ the King, but he was lb appoint^ a$ chief truftee ao4 guaipfiMi 
<^ of the Conftitution and rights of die people \ and^t impoHuit 
^ juid iaboriptts perfonal duties are annexed to die re^ .qCg6| 
^ d)e $b}e^ cf wiiid) sirey to promolse the good of die jiespl^ 
^< apd preferve ij^v ri^tts.in fiill vigour jGrooi innovation ^nd 
f^ cpniip^. 

^ Refdved, That it b the duty of the King to prcienrejte 
^ conftitution of Eneland and the rights of the people againft 
^ every incroachment; and in order to enforce that duty^ die 
^ £)Ilowing oath is required to be taken by every King on hb 
^ ^iqc^ffion.to the tfarcme oi Great-Britain, to wit: The Afch« 
^ bishop or Bifhop fhaU (xf — ^ Will you foknmly promife and 
^ fwear to govern the pec^le of this kingdbni of England^ and 
-^ the dominions diereto belonging, according to the ftatutes in 
^ Parliament agreed on, and the laws and cuftoms of die lame ?** 

" The King or Queen fliall fay, ^ I fialemnly promife fo ta 
•^ do.** Ardibifhop or Bi&op — ^' Will you to your power caufc 
^ law'and juftice in mercy to be executedin all your judgments ?** 
-H ANS. «iwUL*' 

'^ After this, the King or C^een, laying his or her hand on 
<* the Holy Gc^pels, (hallfiiy— " The things \riiichl have before 
^ promifed I will perform and keep \ So help me God^ *and 
^ dienlhallkifs die book. 

^ Rdolvod) Tliat Ms preftuit Majefty King George tfte 

^ Thirds 
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^ Third, on his acceflion to the throne of thefe realms, did (b* 
^ lemnlytake d(e find oatU. 

^ ReTolyed, That the conftitutional rights of the people hard 
^ been violated, and that it is die duty of the people, in the pre«- 
^ fent alarming criilis, to ailcSmble and enquire into the innova- 
If ioA or infringem^ts which have -been made upon the rights 
^ of the people, and how far the declarations of the conftitution* 

• as diey were fettled at the afore(aid Revolutioil, remain in 
^ fiirce, and which of them have been violated, and bjr whom • 
^ and alfo whether fuch innovations, infringements, and viola- 
^ tions, have been committ^ from the negligence or corruption 

• of tfaofe who have ben intrufbd with the government of the 
•State. 

* %efi»lv(({d^ That this Society do invite the people to meet in 

• duxr refpe^Ve neighbourhoods, to eled one or more perfon 

• or perfons as delegates to meet in a Convention, to be held on 
^ die ' diy of next^ at fuch place as fhall be ap- 
^ pmted by the Secret Committee of this Society ; and that the 
^ delegates (o eledled do forthwith tranfmit to the Secretary of 
*lhis SlMaety,.Na9, Piccadilly, London, die vouchers of their 

• feveral eledions, in order that the place of meeting may be duly 

• notified to them. 

^ Reiidved, That it is the right and the bounden duty of the 
^ phs^le tdpunifli all traitors againft the nation, and that the foU 
" lowing words are now not a part of the oath of allegiance ; to 

• witv * I declare that it is not lawful, upon any pretence what- 

• ever, to take arms againft the King.** 



John Edwardsy called again. 

Examined by Mr. Garrow. 
^ You have been already examined ? 
^ Yes. 

^ Were you a member of the London Correfponding Society ? 
J. Yes. 
J^ And attended the diviiion in^tings? 

;f. Yes, 
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^ Look at that paper ; (Jhetving him a paper) were papm cf 
diat fort diftributed at the cfivifion meetings of the Society? 

• jf, I never faw tiiem diftributcd. 
^ Did you ever fee them there? 

J. I law itne o( Aem banded round at the divUion at Sninri 
bUI. 

^ When f 

A. I cannot juftly fay. 

• Si* About how long ago ? ' 
■ A* May be nine months ago now« 

J^. Did you fee more than one \ 

A. I never faw but that one. 

LordChiifJuftlci Eyre. What nutiibcr was that divHionf 

A. The divifion liiat met at Scotney's, die Three TvM, ctf 
Snow-hill, I think No. lu ' 

' Mr. Gibbs. Does your Lordfhip think that wkhdut prodiido^ 
the paper itfelf, which was handed round, they can give ito eri^ 
dence a paper- iimilar to it ? 

Lord Chief Juftice Eyre. If he «an take upon himfclf toftf \ 
that it is the iame paper. i 

It was read. 

. *< Countrymen you are told by thofe who are in officei tW 
*' you are in danger of a French invafion. 

^^ You are told by thofe who are out of office, that youaiv i^ 
'* danger of a Heffian or Hanoverian invafion* 

*^ In either cafe arms will be of ufe to you ; agree among youf** 
^ felves, get amis, and learn the ufe of them !" 



IVilUaM Middleton called agairtj 
Examined by Mr. Garrow* 

J^. Did you at any time find any pikes in the houf*e of Orr*i 
ip Edinburgh ? 

A. Yes ; upon the evening of th? 15th of May lafl 1 feardic* 
thp- houfe of Orrock, 
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J^ Did yoa find any pikes there ? 

A. Yes-^to the amount of tfaiity-three, finUhed and un^ 
niflied. 

^. Thofe which you ftate to be finiihed, had blades and fhafts, 
fuppofe i 

JL They were none of them with ihafts, there were only the 
lades.. 

J^ Did you find any in the poflfeffion of any other perfon ? 

i/. Upon the fame day, in the houfe of Robert Watt, who was 
lely executed at Edinburgh, there were twelve found at one 
arch, and four at another* 

^ Were they likewife blades without fhafu ? 

J, There was one (haft* 

A&-. Giibs. Does your Lordfhip think tiiat this, which was 
U lifter the apprehenfion of the prifoner, is evidence ? 

Mr» Attorney General I mentioned laft night that I had 
iwcd the order to be given for them before the apprehenfion 
f the {M-ilbner ; the order .by. Watt and-M'Ewan. 

4fr. Gibbs. Then that is all that you can prove ? 

Mr. Attorney General. We have proved that Stock produced 
t> Watt and Rofs a printed circular letter, figned Thomas 
lardy, which is verbatim the fame circular letter, a bundle of 
riiich was found in the pofleflion of the prifoner ; we have al- 
"My proved that there was a converfation at that time, in which 
IVatt defired that Stock would bring about a communication with 
ffardyj we certainly have not proved that -Stock brought about 
te communication; but, I fubmit to your Lordihips, that if 
Improve the order for the pikes to have been given previous 
^ dat time, that the execution of that order follows naturally, 
wul ncceflarily upon ^ it, 

Mr. G arrow. We fubmit to your Lordihips that it is evi- 
dence to go to the Jury, that the pikes which were found in the 
^cffion of Watt, are thofe pikes which were made in exe- 
•ution of the order given by Watt to Orrock, antecedent to the 
•Pprehenfion of the prifoner. 

Mr, Gibbs. It feems tome that upon the principle yourLord- 
Jiips have laid down, that nothing which happened after the ap- 

prchenfioa 



r J7M 

prehenfion of the prironer can be evidence UpSaifk hitfi ; iiis tru 
dence ougkt to be excluded: Whether the evidence lliey have 
given, previous to the apprehenfion, anfwers the purpefe tutf 
wiOiy is anddier thing ; but fome pikes having been- ordered by 
Orrock, or Watt, before the apprehenfion of Mr. Hflfictf, ddel 
tot make the finding of thefe pikes^ after the vpprAmAott of 
Hardy, evidence, any more than if no order whatever had- beat 
given fbr them previoufly : if the former evidi6iicit is not Odiii« 
filete for the purpofe for which they want it, I camiot cxmeeive 
tq>on what principle the ptkes^ being . found in die pofleffion of 
Ais man, after Mr. Hardy's apprehenfion, is rendered evidence^ 
ty a circumftance which happened before it ; it would not have 
"been evidence fuppofing that communication had not taken place. 

Lord Chief JuJUce Eyre, It appears to me that diefe M a dear, 
latisfa^ry ground upon which the evidence mufi: be reoeivedl 
at the £une time that you would be at liberty to infift tlwt the 
execution of the order afterwards does not perfonally affeft Ae 
prifbner, but it is a circumftance in evidence t^ eflablifll Ae 
truth of the evidence of the order that the things nme fiinnd 
afterwards correfponding with the order. 

Mr. Gibbs. Your Lordfhip fees, in arguing dii^ thai I iA 
not mean to admit that the ordcrr was Mr. Hardy's, or mj tiling 
like it. 

Lord Chief Jujlice Eyre. Nor do I wiQi to put yotf to aAnit 
any fuch thing. 

Mr. Garrow^ to Middleton^ How many did you find? 

A. In the firft fearch I found twelve blades without handfeSt 

^ What was it that led you to fearch Watt's houfe ? 

A. The circumftance that carried me there was, there was a 
bankrupt had fecreted fome goods in Watt's houfe j in feurcbiflg 
fbr thofe efFefts I found thefe blades for pikes. 

^ In what part of the houfe did you find Aem ? 

A. In the lower part of the houfe, in his dining-room^ atf ISA 
maid called it; a locked-faft clofet, or alocked*fiift prefs. 

J^. Did you deliver to Mr. Clarke, the Sheriff of £dinbiir|^ 
thofe which pu found in the houfe of Orrock, and thofe wbicfa 
you found in the houfe of Watt ? 

JL Thty 
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'A. They were brought to Sheriff c;jj»rk''s yflirn, an<) lodged 
Aere ; there was one Ihaft found tilonj^ witli th«* four which 
irere found at die fecond fcarr.h. 

Jg. Were tile ihaft and the blade united, nt riK» lii/i** yor.^ 
Jwind thcTs, or apart ? 

-</. Thrr wiere n^ ufjitcd; ^jut ♦Wp w«« ^ M' WilliRfr 
Loddsrt, Sberi? Ca^r.r'i Dejrtit^, ^n^rf^ktl ; w ffi*'' Of»' ' ' 

^ Tae trgrrrr is. W!ri#Cf t?^ ifff atta^^wd i*^, J iind?fft«nr 
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Mr 4 G arrow. Does not your Lordibip thiiik it £t to enqwre 
who he has talked to fince he was examined ? 

Lord Chief Jujiice Eyre, No; I do not think it neceflaryi 
his explanation ieems a fair one> to prevent any mifinterfMretaiion 
of his evidence. 

Mr* Attorney General If a witnefe is to come afterwards^ 
in this way, to explain his evidence, his not ftating this ia hii 
original examination cuts out a great number of material queftions. 

L^rd Chief Jujiice Eyre, I perfedUy agree with you ; this ex- 
planation ought to be received with abundant caution by dicr 
Jury i and from another circumftance, the fort of pra£kice wc 
have got into, of any man's printing fuch aiccounts as liis in- 
duftry may coUefl in Court^ is certainly a very inconvenient 
pra£lice, bccaufe it may lead to conver&tions with witnefles, and 
may induce thefe explanations. The Jury will underfta«d that 
the explanation is made in that fituatioii of things, and they will 
Ibnu their own judgment upon it. Yet ftill, I think, it ihould 
rtft with the explanation that the witnefe dcfires to offer. 



Mr, JflUiam Lockhart (fworn) 
Examined by Mr. Garraw, 

^ You are what they call Sheriff Clarke's Depute, in tht 
city of Kdiuburgh I 

A. Yes.r 

^. Did you go with Middlcton to the houfe of Orrock ? 

A. No ; to Watt's houfe. 

^. Were you prefent ac the finding of any blades for pike* 
at Watt's- hpufc? 

A. Yes. 

^ How many did you find upon the firft fearch? 

A. Twtjye* 

^ Where were they ? 

A* In a locked-up prefs in his dinkig-room* 

^. How (bon did you renew your fearch ^ 

A, One happened between eight and nine o'clock^ tbe •liiM 
iftween twelve and one. 
. ^ How many did you findat the fecond fearch ? 
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^ Blades? 

A Yes ; and two batde-astes^ and ft pole* 

^. Did you make any trial wfaedier dgr blades and ^e polej 
as you call it, would fit each o^ier ? 

jm» a eSk 

^ Whece is the pole i 

A. It is here. (The witnefs produced lU) 

J^ Where did you depofit the ieverd thiiigs that you found 
at Watt's houfe i 
^A At Mr* Sheriff Clarke*s* 
' ^ Were they locked up and depofited in his care ? 

A* They were in this box* (producing it) 

James Clarke^ Efq\ (fworn) 
Examined by Mr if Garr^w* 

S^ I believe you are Sheriff of Edinburgh i 

A. Yes* 

^ Was that boxy and the thing the witnels calls the polej 
depofited in your care as Sheriff? 

A^ The pikes, he mentions, were depofited in my care ; they 
were in a locked-up place of mine from the time that they 
were found till the trials at Edinburgh j. when they were carried 
down to be fliewn at the trials ; they were committed to the 
witnefs, mdio was to produce them* 

J^. Except then when they were delivered to Lockharf^ they 
have been confUntly locked up under pur care i 

A Yes> tbcy have, 

jg^ (7i Mr. Lockharu) Did you return thefe to the Sheriff^ 
which you had from him, after the Edinburgh trials f 

A, No J I have kept them in my cuflody ever fince* 

^. And are thefe the fame the Sheriff delivered to you ? 

A. They are. 

^ {To Mr. Clarke.) Is Stock fHll living at Edinburgh, of 
has he altfconded ? 

A We have made every fearch poifible to apprehend him, 
butf!witbout fuccefs« 
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Mr. Garrnvy to Mr. Lockbari. Open die boar, ami ttlkt inl ' 

fome of thofe blades. (Mr. Lockbart opened tbe box.) 

J^ Is that what you call tiie batde-axe I - 

M. It !$• (Tbe witnefs firewed it en a Jbafi.) 

J^. Have you got any other fort of blades diere I 

A. Yes. (The witnefs produced feme pike-blades^ fimped jfifir 

a bayonety unfcrewed tbe battle^xe^ and fcrewed en a piie he iu 

itead.) y 

Mr. Garrew* You appeared to mt^ in taking cine of diefe 

blades out, to fcrcw off (bmething — ^what is that t 
. J. When that is (crewed off, it is rendered fit toattach tm 

die pole; when diat is on} it forms a handle i (b diat it ouy be. 

ufed wtthout'^a pole% 
Mr. Attorney General Martin) in his letter to Margaret, in 

Scotland, fays. Gay will tell- yoir more dbui I ^re mendon* t 

am going to read tb6 account of Gay^ bdng admitted a mem« 

ber of die Conftitudonal Society; he was propoGbd by Mr^ 

Tooke, and feconded by Mr. Bonney. 

(The entries were read.J 
. « At a meeting of the Society for CbnftitutTonal' Infbrnit« 
<« tion, held at die Crown and Anchor Tavern, Friday^ xjjJi 
<^ March, 1793, 

« PRESENT^ 
** Captain Tooke Harwood in the ChaTr. 
^ Mr. Balmanno, Mr. Kydd, Mr. l*ooke, Mr. Martini, Mr. 
« Fazackerly, Count Zenobio, Mr. Sharp, Mr. J. WilUains^ 
«* Mr. Bonney, Mr. Symonds, Rev. Mr. Joyces Mr. Hd-^ 
^ croft, Mr. Swainfon, Mr. Banks, Lord Sempill, Mr. 
« Wills, Mr. Parkinfon, Mr. Bailey, Mr. Froft, Mr. G, 
w Williams. 

« Mr. Gay, of Duke-ftrcet, St. James*s„ was cropofed hf 
^ Mr.. Tooke, and feconded by Mr. Bonney." 



** At a meeting of the Society for Conftitudonal InfbnmU- 
« tion, held at. the^ Crown and Anchor Tavern, Strand, Friday, 
« 22d March) 1793, . .- ^ 

* • • ». . cfc FRS«> 
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« PRESENT, 
^ Mc S^mmcxnds in die Chair. 
f> Mr. Froft, Mr. Hull, Count Zenobioi Mr. Tooke, Mr, 
« Wills, Lord Sempill, Mr. Bonney, Mr. Kydd, Mr. 
^ Saicbdl, Mr. JL Martin, Mr. Aufell, Mr. Holcreft, Mr. 
^ Batmaiuio^ Capt. T. Harwood, Mr. Parkinfon, Mr. J. 
f« WiUiams, Dr. Kentifh, Mr. Maigarot, Mr, Uudy, 

^ Miu Gay, Mr. Pellatt, and Mr. Thomas FoSett, were 
9 de€te4 members," 

*L9rd Chhf Juftict Eyre. Does it appear that the Gajr^ 
ipfao ivas in prifon, is the Gay of Duke-Areet \ 
Jdr. Atiarwij Gemrah Call Mr. Tourll and Mr. Evans. 

Alexander Grant called again. 

Mr. Attomej Generah Do you knew whoib band* writing that 
Ipaper is ? 
V-I^not. 

Evan Evans ag^n cded« 

Mr. Atiermj general. You mentioned a peribn of the mmt 
cfGay, \9rh0 was in the King^s Bench Priibn f 

A. Yes. 

^ Do you know where he lived before he went into the 
ICing's Bench Priibn ? 

^ I do not. I think I (hoiild know if I heard it mentioned^ 
l^ecaufe I have heard it mentioned levcral tones. 

^ Was it Duke-ftrect ? 

A. I believe it was near St. Jameses ; he ufed to be wilb 
Martin every day. 

Mr. Attorney General. My Lord, I have now fimfhcd ^e 
^jdence on the part of the profecution; 
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The Honourable Thomas Euski^e. 

) 

Gentlemen of the Jurify 

Before I proceed to the performa^ice of the momentous dnty 
which is at length caft upon me, I defire in the firft pla^to re- 
turn my thanks to the Judges, for the indulgence I have rocei^xfed 
in the opportunity of addreffing yoq at this later period of tlsQ 
day, than the ordinary fitting of the Court; when I have had di^. 
refrefliment which nature but too much required, and a few 
hours retirement, to arrange a little in my mind that inunenfe 
matter, the refult of which I muft endeavour to lay before you, 
I have to thank you alfo. Gentlemen^ for the very condefcendiag 
and obliging manner in which you fo readily confented to this ac- 
commodation 5 — the Court could only fpeak for itfelf, referring 
me to you, whofe reft and comforts had been fo long tnterruptedi 
and therefore I fliall always remember your kindnefs. 

Before I proceed to the regular confideration of this great c^f<\ 
cither as it regards the evidence or the law, I wifti firft to putafidc 
^1 that I find in the fpeech of my learqed friendj the Attorney 
General, that is either collateral to the merits, or in which I can 
^gree with him. Firft then, in the name of the prisoner, 
and fpeaking his fentiments, which are well known to be my own 
^fo, I concur in the eulogium which you have heard upon Aq 
Conftitutionof our wife forefathers, — sBut before this eulogium 
can have any juft or ufeful application, we ought to rcfledl upon 
what it is which entitles' this Conftitution to the praife fo jufily 
^)efto'\ved upon it. To fay nothing at prefent of its moft effential 
excellence, or rather the very foul of it, the fhare the peopk 
ought to have in their government, by a pure reprefentation, for 
the aflertion of which the prifoner ftands arraigned as a traitor be- 
fore you. — What is it that diftinguifhes the government of 
England from the moft defpotic monarchies ? What but the fc* 
curity which the fubjeft enjoys in a trial and judgment by his 
equals; rendered doubly fecure as being part of afjrftemoflaw 
which no expediency can warp, an4 which no power can abufe 
with impunity^ 

Tim 
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. The Attorney General's fecond preliminary obfjrvation, I 
equally agree to* — I anxioufly wifli you fhould bear in memory 
the anarchy which is defolating France. — Before I fit down, /may 
perhaps in my turn, have occafion to refledi a litde upon its pro- 
bable caufes 5 but waiting afeafon forfiich reflcflions^ let us firft 
confider i^at is the evil which has been fo feelingly lamented, as 
having fallen on that unhappy country,— It is that under the do- 
minion of a barbarous ftate neceffity, every prote£lion of law is 
abrogated and deftroyed; — it is that no man can fay under fuch 
a fyftem of alarm and terror, that his life, his liberty, his repu- 
tation, or any one human blefSng is fecure to him for a moment: 
It is that if accufed of foederalifin, or moderatifm, or incivifin, 
or of whatever elfe the changing falhions and fecSions of the day 
Ihall have lifted up into High Treafon againft the State — he muft 
fee his friends, his family, and the light of Heaven no more : — 
the accuiation and the fentence being the iame, following one 
another as the thunder purfues the flafh. Such has hen the 
ftate of England, — fuch /; the ftate of France : — And how then, 
fince they arc introduced to you for application, ought they in 
reafon and fobriety to be applied ? If this profecution has been 
£X)mmenced (as isafferted) to avert from Great-Britain the cala^ 
mities incident to civil confufion, leading in its ifTues to the de- 
plorable cx>ndition of France; — I call upon you, Qentfelnen, to 
avert fuch calamity from falling upon my client, and thro' his 
fide upon yourfelves and upon our country, — Let not him fufter 
under vague expofitions of tyrannical laws, more tynmnically 
executed, — Let not him be hurried away to pre-doomed exe- 
cution, from an honeft enthufiafm for the public lafety.-^-I afk 
for him a trial by this applauded Conftitution of our country:—* 
I call upon you to adminifter the Jaw to him, according to our 
own wholcfome inftitutions, by its ftrift and rigid letter: — ^how- 
ever you may eventually difapprovc of any part of his condudl, or 
viewing it thro* a felfe medium, may think it even wicked, I claim 
for him, as a fubjea of England, diat the law Ihall d^ide upon 
its criminal denomination:-—! proteft, in his name, againft all 
appeals to fpeculations concerning confequences, when the law 
coinmands us to Ictok only to intcntions.*Ajf Ac State be threa- 

N 4 V^^^ 
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^ned withevils, let Parliament admlnifter a proTpedHve rone^ 
)^ut kt the Prifoner hold his life under the law. 
^ Gentlemen, I afk this folemnly of the Courts whofe ju^cel 

H^-^' pn perfuaded will afford it to me; I aik .it more emphatically of 
/ you, the Jury^ whq are called upon your oaths fo make a true 
deliverance of your countryman, from diis charge: — ^Butlafilyi 
and chiefly, I implore it of him in whofe hands are all the ifliid 
of life, whofe humane and merciful eye expands itfelf over all the 
tranfa^ons pf mankind; at whofe command nations ri^ and£dl| 
,and are regenerated ; without whom not a fp^unqw falleth to 
the ground i — ^I implore it of Godhimfelf^ that He will fill yout 
minds with the fpirit of juftice and of truths that you may be aUa 
to find your way thro' the labyrinth of matter laid before you, % 
labyrinth in which no man's life was ever before involved, in diQ 
annals of firitifh Trial, nqr indeed in the whole hiitory of hmna4 
juftice or injuftice. 

Gentlemen, the firft thing in order, is to look at the indi£U 
ment itfelf { of the whole of which, or of fome integral part, die 
Prifoner muft be found guilty^ or be wholly difcharged from guilt. 

The indictment fharges that, the Prifonersdid malicioufly and 
tr^toroufly confpire, compafs, and imagine, to bring and put ou^ 
Lord the King to death; and that to fulfil, perfed, and bring tor 
•fiedl, their moft evil and wicked purpofe, {that is to fay^ of 
tringittg and putting the King to death) « They met, confpire^ 
f< confulted, and agreed amongft themfelyes, and other falfe trau^ 
^^ tors unknown,^ to caufe and procure a Convention to beaflemf 
« bled v^thin the kindom, WITH INTENT—" {lam reai^ 
ing the very words of the indi^menty which I intreat you to fiJ* 
|ow in the notes you have been taking with fuch honeft perfever* 
ance) > WITH INTENT, AND IN ORDER ^t the 
*' perfons fo aflcmbled at fuch Convention, fliould and might 
^' traitoroufly, and in defianqe of the authority, and againft tfa^ 
f ' will of Parliament, fubvert and alter, and caufe to be fubverte^ 
" and altered, the Legiflature, Rule, and Government of the 
f< country; and to depofe the King from the Royal State, Tid^ 
** Power, and Government thereof." This is the firift and great 
leading overt adl in the ifidi£hnent ^ and you obierve that it is not 

char^e^ 
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charged as being Treafon substantively and w irsELr^ 
but only as it is committtd in purfuance of the Treafon againflb 
the Icing's perfony antecedently imputed; — for the charge is not 
that the priioners confpired to afiemble a Convention to deposA ' 
die Ktngy but that they confpired and compafFed his death ; and 
dat in ^der to accomplilh that wicked and deteftable purpofe, tbafi 
if^ in §r40r to fulfil the traitorous intention of the mind againj^ 
kh liffy diey confpired to afTemble a Convention^ with a view to^ 
^pofehim. The fame obfervation applies alike to all the other 
counts or overt-a£b upon the record, which manifeftly indeed^ 
lean upon the eftablifhment of the iirft for their fupport; becaufo 
they charge the publication of different writings, and the provi* 
fioii of arms, not as diftindt offences, but as adb done to excite 
to the ailembling of the fame Convention, and to maintain it; 
when aiTembled. But above all,* and which muft never be for^ 
gotten, becaufe they alfo uniformly charge thefe different 2&& as 
committed in fulfilment of the fame traitorous purpofe, to brin0 
THE King to d^ath. You will therefore have three diftiufSt' 
matters for confideration, upon this trial. Firll, What (h^e 
tthe Prifoner had, in concert with others, in affembling any Cqn^ 
vention or meeting of fubje£ts within this kingdom.-^Secondly, 
What were theafts to be done by this Convention, when affem- 
bled.-— And Thirdly, What was the view, purpofe, and inten- 
sion, of thole who proje£led its exiftence. This third confidera- 
tion indeed, comprehends, or rather precedes and fwallows up the 
odier two; becaufe, before it couM be niaterial to decide upon tb« 
views of the Convention, as poinded ^0 the fubverfion of th? 
rule and order of the King's political authqrity, (even if fuch 
yiews could be afcribed to i^, and brought honie eyen peribnallj 
to the Prifoner) we fhould have to examine whether that criminal 
ponfpiracy againfl; the eftablifhed order of the community, was 
balched and engendered by a wicked contemplation to deflroy the 
natural life andperfon of the King ; and whether the afts charged 
and eftablifhed by the evidence, were done in purfuance and ia 
/ulfilment qf the fame traitorous purpofe. 

Gentlemen, this view pf tl^e fubjeft is not only corred, hi^t 
ifelf-eYidentj-^tbeHubverfton pf the ^^inz's Pi^litical Govern* 
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nent, and all confpiracies to fubvert it, are crimes of great mag- 
nitude and enormity, which the law is open to punifli, but nei- 
ther of them are the crimes before you. ITic Prifoner- is .^ot 
cjiarged with a confpiracy againft the King's Political Go- 
vernment, but againft his natural life. HeiSnotac- 
cufed of having merely taken fteps to depofe him from his au<« 
thority, but with having donefo with thi tntenttBn to ktingbm 
to death. It is the z£k with die fpecific intention, and not the aft 
alone, which conftitutes the charge. The aft of confpiring to 
depofe the King, may indeed be evidence according to circum* 
fiances, of an intention to dcftroy his natural exiftence; but never, 
as a propofition of law, canconftitutc the intention itfelf. Where 
an aft is done in purfuance of an intention, furely the intention 
muft firft exift; — a man cannot do a thing in fulfilment of an in- 
tention, unlefs his mind firft conceives that intention. — ^The 
doing an aft, or the purfuit of a fjHftem of conduft which leads in 
probable confequenccs to the death of the King, may legally, if 
any fuch be before you, afFeft the confideration of the traitoroM 
purpofc charged by the record; and I am not afraid of trufting 
you with the evidence. How far any given aft, or Gourfeof 
afting, independantly of intention, may lead probably or ineviti" 
bly to any Natural or Political confcquencc, is what we have no 
concern with; thcfe may be curious qui-ftions of cafuiftryor Po- 
litics, but it is wickcdncfs and f jlly to declare that confcquences 
unconncftcd evt^n with intention or confcioufnefs, fhall be fy* 
•nonimous inlaw with the traitorous mind; even wh'jre die trai- 
torous mind alone is arraigned, as conltituting the crime. 

Gentlemen, the firft cueftion therefore for confideration, aiid 
to which I muft therefore earneftly implore the attention of the 
Court, is this: — What is the law upon this momen- 
tous SUBJECT ? And recoUefting that I am inverted with no 
authority, I fliall not prefume to offer you any thing of my own; 
nothing fliall proceed from me upon this part of the enquiry, but 
that which is merely introduftory, and neceffary to the under- 
ftandingof the authorities on which I mean to rely, for the eftt* 
blilbmentof doftrincs, not lefs effential indeed to the general li- 
berties 
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berties of England, than to the particular €onri4erati(m wfaidi 
conftitutcs our prefent duty. 

Firft then, I maintain that the branch of the ftatute 25th of Ed- 
ward the Third, which declares it to be High Treafon when a maij 
doth compafs or imagine the death of the King, of his Ladj the 
Queen, or of his ddeft Son and Heir, was intended by the fta- 
tute, to guard, by a higher fandion than felony, the natural lives 
of the King, Queen, and Prince; and that no a£l, (either inchoate 
or confummate) ofrefiftance to^ or rebellion againfi the King* s re^ 
gal capacity y amounts to High Treafon of compajjing his deaths 
unlefs where they can be charged upon the indictment, and 
proved to the fatisj&ftion of the Jury at the trial, as overt afts^ 
pommitted by the Prifoner, in fulfilment of a traitorous intention 
t0 ieflroj the King^s natural life. 

Secondly, that Ac compafling the King's death, or in other 
words, the traitorous intention to deftroy his natural exiftence, 
is the Treafon, and not the overt aAs, which are only laid as ma-^ 
nifeftations of die traitorous intention, or m other words, as evi- 
dence competent to be left to a Jury to prove it ; and that no con- 
(jpiracy to levy war agaihft the King, jnor any confpiracy againft 
bis regal charadcr or capacity, is a good overt aft of compaffing, 
anleis fomc force be exerted, or in contemplation againft thb- 
JCiNC's person: and thatfuch force fo exerted or in contem- 
platioti, is not fubftantively the treafon of compafling, but com- 
petent m point of law to eftablifli it, if the Jury by the vcrdidl: of 
guilty draw tb^ condufion of faft from the evidence of the 

overt aft, ^^r' 

Thirdly, that the charge in the indiftment, of compafling the 
King's death, is not therefore laid as legal inducement or intro^ 
^u&ion, tQ foUov^ as a legal inference from the eftablifliment 
of the overt ad, but is laid as an averment of a fact; and as 
iuch, tfie very gift of the indictment ; to be affirmed or negatived 
by the verdift of guilty or not gyilty, It will not (I am per- 
fuaded] be fufpefted by the Attorney General, or by the Court, 
that I am about to fupport diefe doftrines by oppofmg my own 
Judgment to the authoritative writings of the venerable and ex-r 
f41ent Lord Hale, whofc memory will live in this countr)', and 
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Arofttghont the enlightened worlds as locig^ as the adnuniSnidai 
of pure juftice (hall exift ; neidier do I wifh to oppofe anjr duBjp 
viiktv is to be found in die odier teamed aulliorttieSy prindpilj 
felled upon by the Crotwn^ becatiie all my pofitiofK are perfe^ 
conilftent wi^ a fight interpretatioR q{ them ; and becanfe even 
weie it otherwife, I could not exped fijccefifuUjr to appole Aaa 
iy any reafonings of my own which can have no weighty butts 
they iball be found at once coiWiftent with acknowledged avduv 
Titles, and with the eibUifhed prtiu:i|Jes of the Engliib bw; 
]i can do this with the greater fecurky^ becaufe my KfjpeBtMe 
and learned friend,, the Attorney General^ has not cited afcs 
*«diich have been the di%race o£ this country in fotmer tinMS» 
iior afked yon to ^nftion, by yonr ^dgment, tfaofe bloody flrar-^ 
ders which are recorded by them as a<9:s of Englifh juftice, but 
like an honourafaie man, his expofitions of the kw ( diesg^ I 
think them frequ^dy emmecms) are drawn from the fins 
fouirccs which I look up to jfbr do£lrines fi> very di&renl^ £ 
find, indeed, throughout the whde range of autbori&s (Itmm 
tUoJk which the Attar my Gitural has prvptrly cmfidired €$ it^ 
jtrving thffi name and char alter) rery Uttle cOntra£&iOii; fce 
as £ir as I can difeover, much moce entai^kmcnt has arifrn 
from now and then a tripping in the csrpreffion, than from aay 
difierence of fentiment amongft eminent and virtuu n s jidgd^ 
who have either examined,, or i&t in jjudgment up^st diis nOf 
mentous fubjedL 

Gentlemen, before I purfue Ae courfe I have p ic fcf i bcJ toi 
myfelf, I defire mod diftinfBy to be miderilood^ tfiat in my 
^wn judgnient the moft fuccefsful argiimem, that a confMracy to 
&poie the Kmg does not necei&rily eftabUfli die treafcn ckaifdl 
upon this record, is totally beside, any possible jud6<« 

KENT THAT YOU CAN HAVE TO FORM VPON THE EVl&BKCC 

HJU-ORE you; fmce throughout the whole vohmMs dnt have' 
been read, I can trace nothing that even points to Ae ima- 
gination of fiicb a coni^iracy;. and consequently the doArines of 
poke. Hale, and Forfter, on Ac fubje£l of High Tieafcn, might 
rquaUy be detailed in any other trial that has ever been proceed- 
ed upon in this place; But, Gentlemen, I iland ii^ aiearftd aid 

deKcafeG 
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iJiScate fitmilom—^s a fuppoled attack upon die Iting^^ em! 
auUi^ri^y has been tranfmutcd, by conftit^ioit, into m murderKms 
canTpinacyagatiiilhis aatural per ion, m the Cutie manner^ and hr 
the lime arguments, aconfpiracy to overturn that cwil anthori^ 
b]^ diici3; foice, h^ ag^in been aiHmilated, hf futth^runjiru^m^t 
to a dtffign to uiide/inmc Mona^rchj bychajiges wrought througli 
public opiiuon, ei^rging gradually ittto univerTai will \ fo that i 
cma admit no falfe pix>p<^LtiQn, however wide I may chitik it of 
irnioml api^ication^^^For as there ii a cqkstructive com-* 
I^ASSfKC, foalfo there b a cok3T«uctiV£ deposing; aiid I 
^luuior, therefdre, {laiGMy know what dther of them are /epa<^ 
titiJjr^ nor famv the one may be argued to invdve ijhe othec« 
Tliccc are, l»cfides^ many prifoners, whofe caufes %tc behtiid^ 
^od whofc lives may be kwoWed in your prcfcnt ddiberatioii;" 
ibdr tiaines have been already' ftiginatized, and didr ooodujSI 
dtraigned ui the evidence you have hcard^ m d pari cf the ^n* 
Jpiraq^, It is thefe confukratrons which drive me inio fo large 
a fidd of ar^mefit, that by Cu^cmvdy afcertaintng the law ii| 
tbe outfety they who are yet looking up to it for protej^a% m^y 
fioc be broLtght into penh 

Gcwtlcn>en» I ttow proceed to eftabliib^ diat a com palling of 
likt death of the King^ within the twcnty-Afth of Edward ih? 
Thirdi which i^ the charge agaiuft the prifoner, confii^s in i 
tmkoroits intention agaiiifi his natural life; aad that 
nothing Ifaort of your Arm bdief of that dete&ible Lziti:jitiQ% 
fEOtn oyot 2£h which you &nd Mm to have committed^ can 
jitftily k^ £onvi£Uon. And th:i£ 1 may keep my word with you 
in btiiUing my argument upon nothing of my own, I hope mjr 
frlendi Mr. Gibbs, wiU have the goodneis to call me back» if he 
fields me wandertjig Erom my eugagennenti that I may proceed 
fiep by (lep upon the moft venerable and acknowledged autho- 
rilk^ of the law. In this procc^ I Oiall hegla with Lord Hale^ 
who opens this important fiibje^ by ilating the reafon of paiSng 
the itatute of the twenty-fifth of Edward the Third, on whid) 
the indiclment is founded*'^-Lord Hale f^}^, in his Pleas of the 
Cfawni ¥oL til, page 82. daat ^ at t^cmmcn law then wtj^ a 
^* ^rtai kmudf ufid m rvi/mi pfimu U Jbg (firm snd punijh^ 
^ jw ** ment 
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<* ment of Trcafirty by way of interpretation and arbitrary COIf^ 
** sTRUCTioif, which brought in great uncertainty and con- 
^ fufion. Thus accroaching, i. e. encroaching on ROYAt 
* POWER was an ufual charge of Treafin anciently^ though a 
^ very uncertain charge ; fo that no man could tell what it was, 
*^ cr what defence to make to it" Lord Hale then goes on 
to ftate various inftances of vexation and cruelty, and coo- 
dudes with this flriking obfcrvation> ^ By theft and the like 
^ injiances that might be given^ it appears how arbitrary and 
** uncertain the law of Treafon was before the fiatute of %yb 
^ of Edward the Hid. whereby it came topafs that alnwft every 
^. offence that, was^ or feemed to be^ a breach of the faith awk' , 
•* allegiance due to- the Kingy was by construction-, coksE- 
•* <^JENCE, and interpretation, raifed into the offence tf' 
•* High TreafonJ* This is the lamentation of the great HA 
upon the ftate of this country previous to the paffing dT the flsh 
tute^ which, he fays, was pafTed as a remedial law, to put in 
cod to them; and Lord Coke, coniidering it in the iame lights 
fsLjSy in his third Liftitute, page 2d. ^ The Parliament which 
** paffed thisjiatute was called (as it well deferved) Parliament 
^ turn Benedi£lum» And the like honour was given to it by the 
tt different ftatutes which from time to time brought back Treip 
^ fons to its ftandard, all agreeing in magnifying and exteffiwg 
*^ this Bleffed A£t.'* Now this ftatute, which has obtained the 
panegyric of thefe great men, vriiom die Chief Juftice in his 
Qiarge looked up to for light and for example, and whom die 
Attorney General takes alfo for his guide, would very little have 
deferved the high eulc^ium beftowed upon it» if though avow- 
edly pafled to deftroy uncertainty in Criminal Juftice,- aiid to 
beat down die arbitrary conftru£tion$ of Judges, lamented bf 
Hde, as disfiguring and diftionouring die law; it had, never- 
thelefi, been fb worded as to give birth to new conftru£tioi0 
and uncertainties, inftead of deftroying the old ones. It would 
but ill have indtled itfelf to the denominadon of ablefled ftatute^ 
if it had not in its enacting letter, which profefled to remove, 
doubts, and to afcertain die law, made ufe of expi^effions the beft 
known suid underftood4 and it wiU be found aocoidingly^ that it 
a cautiouilf 
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rautioufly dii fo. It will be found that in felediing the ex» 
prefEoii of COMPASSING THE DEATH, it employed a tormot 
the moil iifbd and appropriate figmfication in the langiu^e of 
Kngiifli Law, which not only no Judge or Counfel, but which- 
uo Attorney or Attorney's Clerk could mifundcrfland > becaufe 
in former ages, before the ftatute, comparing the death of ant 
MAN, had beenafelony^ and what had atnountcd to fuchcompaifing^ 
had been fettled in a thoutand inftances. To eftablifh this, and 
to fhcw alfo, by no rcafoning of mine, that the term compaifin^ 
the death was intended, by the ftatute, when applied to the Kiiig, 
as H^b Trealbn, to have the iame fignificatioa as it had ob^ 
taliied in the law when applied to the iubje£t as a felony, I iball 
sefer to Mr. Juj^e Focfter, and even to a pafiage cited by the 
Attorney General hioiielf, which fpeaks fo unequivocally aiul 
Knanfwcrably for itfelf, a^ to mock all commentary. — ^ The atv. 
•* cient writers," fays Forftcr, ^' in treating of felonious homicide^ 
^ confuUred th£ felonious ixtention manifejied by plain fa£is^ 
•* in the fanti lights in point of guiky as homicide itfelf Tin 

* rule was voluntas reputatur profaHo^ and while this ruUpre-- 
•* vailedy th4 nature of the offence was exprcfj'ed by the term 
'^ COMPASSING THE D;EATU. This ruU hos been long laid aftdt 

* as too rigorous in the cafe of common perfons \ but in th^ cafe of 
^ the King, Queen, and Prince, thejlatute of Treafons has^ 

* with great propriety^ retained // in its full extent and vi^ 
** ^oar; and in defiribing the offence^ has likewife RETAINED 
^ the aniient mode of exprejfton^ JVhen a man doth compafs or ima^' 

* gine th4 Death of our Lord the Kingy ^c. and thereof be upom, 
^ fufficient proof provablement attainted of open deed^ by pfopU. 
** rf his cotidition^ the words of the Jiatute defcriptive ef tbfk 
^.^$Hcej mufiy THEREFORE, be Jlri£lly purfuei in every indiQ^ 
^ ment^for this fpecies of Treafon^ It must charge that thm. 
^ defendant did traitoroujly compafs anfi imagine the Ki^^\ 
^ death \ and then go on and charge .the fever al a£fs made ^0 
•* rffy the Prifoner to effectuate his traitorous purpofe\ FOR, 
^ TfHf COMPASSING THE KiNG'5 DeATH IS THE TrJ5ASON» 

« and the overt a/ls are charged as the means made ufetfu 
^ ifffkSuaU tlfe intentions and imaginations of tb$. heart -^ and^ 

*^ therefore^ 
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* thefifsri^ in the €^fi of the Rt guide Sf the indtSmint chat^tt 
•* that they did tra'mrQtiJIf csmpajs and imagine ihi death ef ih 
•* King^ and the tutting §ff thi hicd was laid at the eviri aB% 
•* and the perfm who was fifpfofed t& have given the msrid 
** Jiroh was conviifed m thi fame indi^ment" This conclufS* 
ing inftance, though at fir ft view ir may appear rtdictiloufi 
is well feleiled as an iUuftration j becaufe^ though in that caft 
there could be no pofiible doubt of the intention, fincc M 
aft of a deliberate execution involires^ in common fenfe^ the 
intention to deftroy life, yet ftill the anomoly of the offcwcc^ 
wh ch exifts wholly in the intentioKj and not in the oiwt 
*fti required the prcfervation of the form of the indi€lment,.^k 
It is furcly impoffible to read this commentary of Forftcr^ vrithccil 
feeing the true purpofe of the flatute : The common law had an* 
ciently confidered, even in the cafe of a fellow-fubjeft, the na- 
lignant intention to deftroy, as equivalent to the aft itfdf j hut 
that noble fpirit of humanity which pervades the whole fyftcifl 
©f our jurifprudence, had before the time of King Edward thi 
Third, eat out and deftroyed this rule, too rigorous in its ge* 
neral application ; but as Forfter truly obferves in the paffigf 
I have read-^" This rule, too rigorous in the cafe of the fub* 
« jeft, the ftatute of Treafons RETAINED in the iaft §ftk 
«* King^ and UETAtiiEn also the very expression ufedhf 
** die law when compafling the deatljaf a fubjeil was felony. " 

The ftatute, therefore, being eicprefsly made to afoertai* 
doubtSi and accurately to define Treafon, adopted the aiicieifO 
exprrfliort of the common law, as applicable to felonious homn 
cidcj meaning that the life of the Sovereign fhou Id remain ar^ 
exception, and that voluntas pro facto, the wicked mccik 
tion for the deed itfelf, (as it regarded his facred life) (houM 
continue for the rule: and, therefore, fays Forfter^ the ftaiut& 
meaning to retain the Jaw which was before general^ e«^ 
GAINED al fo the expreflion* It appears to m^ therefore, ii 
controvertible, not only by the words of the flatute itfelf b«t,, 
upon the authority of Forfter, which I fhall follow up hf Aat 
©f Lord Coke and Hale, contradicted by no fyllable ux their 
Worbi M I fliall deiBonftrateg that the ftat^te a^ it tfgarJed the 

^ hQunxf 
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Cccunty of die King's lifs, did not mean to emSt a new t!^ 
4cuntj never known to the Gommon law in odier caifes, but 
jneant to fulFer a common law rule which formerly exifted urn* 
verially, which was precifely known, but is^ch was too ievere 
<n common c^Ues, to remain as an exception in £ivour of the 
King's iecurity. I do therefore pofitively maintain, not as an 
advocate merely, but IN HY owv person, that within the 
letter and meaning of the ftatute, nodiing can be a comparing 
^ death qf tbe King that would not, in ancient times, have 
lieaii felony in the cafe of a fubjed ; for otberwife Forfter and 
4Coke, as will be feen, are very iocorred: when they % the 
Aatute KBTAivUP the old law, and the appropriate word ;to ex- 
|ire6 it ; for if it went 3£Y0Nn itj it would, on the comrary, 
Jie a K£W rule unknown to the common law, ena^ed, for the 
£r& time, for the prefervation of the King's life, Unqueftion- 
^y the Legiilature might have made fuch a rule ; bnt we are 
inot enquiring what it might have enacted, but what it has en- 
gfited. B\Lt I ought to aflc pardon for having relapfed into any 
iprgument of my own upon this fubjed, wi^n the authorities 
|yre more exprefe to die purpofe than any language I can ufe^ 
For Mr. Juftice Forfter himfelf exprefily fays, Difcourfe ift. 
«f High Treafon, p. 207, ^ Ml tbe WQrds iijcriptive of thg 
^ ifinctj vi?. ^ If a man Atb cmnpafs or imagintj and thntof 
^ ig attainted §f open df^dj* are plainly harrowed from tbe 
f^ € §mm§n lawj -and iherefare muft bear tbe same emftruSiam 
? tkog did at temmn law.'* Is this diftinS ?— I will read it to yoa 
aglix^ ^ 4U tbemerds defcriptive ef tbe offwey viz. ^ if a mtm, 
^ d^tk tenff^^f ^rknaginey fipdii^ief he attainted ef open deedy 
^ ^e fimn^ k^rrm^d from fbasmmon Jawy andj tberaferej jfuj^ 
« 4it^ tie AMSi» conJiru£iio$ tbey did at cmm^n law.** 
^> <j;AntlemeQb iM^ Juftice forfter is by no means fingularin 
Ms.cfeft«|ie.r--jL«ordiCoke^ the oorade of the law, and the bed 
^m^.that^we can copfult, when ftanding for a prifoner charged 
IffitJi TMifon, as he was die higheft prerogative lawyer that 
^fieftcjdfteii, maintains the iame doArine ;r!>-£,ven he, even Coke, 
this infimsou^ profecutpr of Ralogb, itrtwffe.dbara&er vvi^-poOer 
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. rity, as an Attorney Generaly my worthy, honourable Meni 
wotiU difdain to hold to be author of all his Valuable works, yet 
even this very Lord Coke himfelf, holds precifely the fame hib- 
guage with Forften For, in his commentary on this fiatutf, 
in his third Inftitute, p. 5, when he comes to the word, ** Doth 
«* compass/' he lays, ** Let us fee firft what the compaffing 
^ the death of a subject was before the making of this fla- 
" tute, when voluntas reputabatur pro fafto.**— Ndw what is 
the plain Englifli of this — ^the commentator fays, I am going to 
inftruft you, the ftudent, who are to learn from me the law of 
England, what is a compaffing of the death of the King ; but tfait 
■I cannot do, but by firft carrying you to look into what was the 
.compaffing of the death of a subject at die ancient conrniM 
law ; becaufe the ftatute having made that comparing as ap- 
plied to the King, the crime of High Treafon, which, at com- 
mon law, was felony in the cafe of a subject, it is impoffible 
to define the one, without looking back to the records wtiA 
illuftrate the other. This is ib diredly the train of Lcnl 
Coke's reafoning, that in his own Angularly precife ftile of 
commentating, he immediately lays before his reader a variety of 
inftances from the ancient records and year books of compaffing 
the subjects death; and what are they? Not a£te wfaoDy 
collateral to attacks upon life, but dogmatically- laid down by 
the law from fpeculations upon probable or poffible conlcy 
quences ; but afTaults with intent to murder.-— Confpiradei to 
way-lay the perfon with the lame intention, and odier MVi- 
BEROus machinations. Thefe were the only compaffing be* 
fore the ftatute againft the fubjeds life ; and the extenfion of die 
expreffion was never heard of in the law till introduced by die 
craft of political Judges, when it became applicable to crimei 
againft the State. Here again I defire to appeal to Ae 
higheft audiorities for this fource of conftruftire Treafms ; far 
although the ftatute of Edward die Third had exprefel/direfid- 
that nothing fliould be declared to be Treafon but cafes widik 
its ena£Hng letter, yet Lord Hale fays. Pleas of Ae CrowDi 
page 83, That " things wen fe tarried by parties mud FAC- 
c)J^-T^ONS, in the fucceeding ritgH if tiithari tbi Snondt that 
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^ ibis Jiatuti was hut little objerved^ but as this or that party 

* got the better. So the crime of High Treafon was in a manner | 
^ arbitrarily imp^ed and adjudged^ to the difadvantage of tht 
*' party that was to be judged\ whichj by various viciffitudef ^ 
« and revolutions^ nufchiefed all parties.^ firji and lajt^ and left 
** a great unfettlednefs and unquietnefs in the minds of the peo- 

** pUy and was one of the occafions of the unbappinefs of that 
« King. 

*' M this mifchief was produced by the ftatute of the %l/l of 
" Richard the Second^ which enaSled^ That every man that com- 
" P^ffi*b or purfueth the death of the Kingj OR TO depose 

* HIM, OR TO RENDER UP HIS HOMAGE LIEGE, or he that 

* raifeth people^ and rideth againji the Kingy to make war 
** within his realm, and of that be duly attainted and ad^ 
** judged, JhaU be adjudged a traitor., of High Treafon againfl 
^ the Crown* 

" This** lays Lord Hale, ** was a great fnare to the fubjeSf^ 

* infomuch that the Jiatute^ \Jl of Henry Fourth^ which repealed 
" //, recited that no man knew how he ought to behave himfelf^ 
^ to do, fpeak, or fay, for doubt of fuch pains of Treafon ; and 
" therefore wholly to remove the prejudice^ which might come to 
■* the King's fubjeSfs, the Jiatute^ ift of Henry Fourth, chap. 
" 10, was made, which brought back Treafon to the Jianiard of 
« the %Sth of Edward the Thirds 

Now if we look to this ftatute of Richard the Second, which 
produced fuch mifchiefs — ^what are they ? As far as it re-ena£ted 
the Treafon of compaffing the King's death, and levying war, 
it only re-ena£led the ftatute of Edward die Third, but it went 
beyond it by the loofe conftrucSlion of compaffing to depofe die 
ECing, and raifing people, and riding to make war, or a com-- 
paffing to depofe him, terms new to the common law. 
TIh a&ual levying of force, to imprifon, or depofe the King, was 
Mkraady and properly High Treafon, within the fecond branch of 
dbe. ftatute. But this ftatute of Richard the Second enlarged 
Ndy the crime of compaffing, making it extend to a compaffing 
He imprifon or depofe, which are the great obje6ls of an adual 
levying of war>.and making a compaffing to levy war, ona foot- 

O 2 'va!4 
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irt ««^ ftfrsi Irrrirf it It feans, tfaercfere, moft aftonifliiiig^ 
tijac 287 J*^ cooU be fappofed folnTe deckled, as an abftnft 
fofe of iavy tbac a compaiEng to impriibn or dqnfe the Kiif 
«a> Hi^ Txcafbn, substastitely, without nifiovt 
CC3£FA3iiyc or HIS DEATH. 5iiice it was made fb by Ah 
tanoe^ zmA of Richard tbe Second, and reprobated, ftigmtisd, 
aiad repealed br tfae ftatice, ift of Hetirr the Fourth, chap. la 
^ And j^ £tzU ifizV Cits Mr. Juftia Blackilone, « Am 
■* ^Der-mkuwt laws t§ frevtnt tmj crimu^ thai vnthin tmjtm 
^ mfur ibis mtw law 9f Treafm reffeRing imprifmrnnit^ ni 
^ dgptfp if ^ tfns ViTj Prirxe vms hsib depjfei and nmritrei!^ 

Grmifmcn, this dHKnrtion, made bv the humane ftatule cf 
Edwafd the Third, between Treafon againft the King's n* 
iKal lac, and icbellkn againft his dvil andxirity, and wkitft 
tbe aok of Richard the Second, for a fiafon, broke dofim, if 
fcundec in wife and (bund pcdicr. A fucceiiful attack may k 
made upon tfae fianner br th? m^iziitr of an individual/ wiA- 
cut the coccbiii^doa of extended compiracy, or the exertiooiof 
rebeiI:oc3 force ; the \x7i t^iereTore iuitiy ftands upon the wtfdi 
to crufli the f.rit oreit manlfeitatloi of :b evil and deteflable l 
purpoie ; cooiidcring the life of the Ciilef Magiflrate as iniinitdj 
icTiportanr to the public fecuhty, it e:ts not wait for thepofiUc 
confummadon of a crime, which recuiiw-s neither time, combi- 
nation, nor firce to accomplifh. b'Jt cor.fiders the traitonos 
purpoie as a confuxnnnred Treafon : But the wife and hunune 
policy of oar forefathers extended the feverity of the rule, fO- 
luntas pro fi-cto, no further *J:an they were thus impelled and jrf- 
tified by the ncceliin'; and therefore an intention to lc?ywtf 
and rebellion, not confummated, however manifefted by the vA 
overt acts of coafpiracy, i^-as not declared to be Treafon, and 
upon the plaincft principle in the world : The King's reg^ ^ 
pacity, guarded by all the force and authority of the State, ^tlA 
not, like his natural exiftence, he overthrown or endangered* 
a moment, by the firil machinations of the traitorous miod A 
an individual, or even by the unarmed confpiracy of nimibeitl 
and therefore t^us humane and exalted inftitution, meafuring Ac 
fim^oas of criminal juftice by the ftandard of civil nec^' 
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il thought it fufficient to fcourge and diffipate Unarmed confpirators 
{ bjr a lefs vindi£live proceeding. 

1 Thefe new Trcafons were, however, at length all happily 

p fwept away on the acsceffion of King Henry the Fourth, whidlL. 

h brought the law back to the ftandard of Edward the Thirds 

K and, indeed, in reviewing the hiftory of this highly favoured 

2 ifland, it is moft beautiful, and, at the fame time, highly encou* 
i raging to obferve, by what an extraordinary concurrence of cir- 
y cumftances, under die fuperintendance of a benevolent Provi* 
5 dcnce, the liberties of our country have been eftabliflied. Amidft 
. the convulflons, arifing from the maddeft ambition and injuf* 
g tice, and whilft the State was alternately departing from its 

L poize, on one fide, and, on the other, the great rights of man- 

J kind were ftill infenfibly taking root and flourifhing.-— Thou^ 

f fiunetimes Monarchy threatened to lay them proftrate, diough 

Ariftocracy occafionally undermined them, and Democracy, in 

lier turn, raflily trampled on them, yet they have ever come 

iafely round at laft. 

- This awful and fublime contemplation fhould teach us to 

bear with one another when our opinions do not quite coincide ; 

extra&ing final harmony from the inevitable differences which 

«ver did, and ever mufl exifl amongfl men.. 

Gentlemen, the aft of Henry the Fourth was fcarcely made 
wben it fhared the fame fate with the venerable law which it re- 
ftared«— ^Nobody regarded iu — ^It was borne down by £i^ons„ 
Uid, in thofe days, there were no Judges,, as there are now, to 
hold firm the balance of juftice amidft the ftorms of State ;•«-* 
men could not then, as the priibner can to day, look up for 
proteSidn to magiftrates independent of the Crown, and aw* 
fully accountable in character to an enlightened world. As £a& 
9S arbitrary conflbrudions were abolifhed by one ilatute^ unprin<*> 
cipled Judges began to build them up again» till they were beat 
down by another : To recount their flrange Treaions would be 
tirefbme and difgufling; but their fyftem of conflrudUon, in 
the teeth of pofitive law, toay he well iUufirated by two lines 

from Pope: 

*^ Deftioy his fib and fophiftry in vain, 

^ The creature's at his dirty work again.'* 
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This fjrftemi both judicial and parliamentary, became indeej 
fo intolerable, in the interval between the reign of Henry the 
Fourdi, and that of Philip and Mary, that it produced, in the 
firft year of the latter reign, the moft remarkable ftatute that 
ever pafled in England, repealing not only all former ftatutei 
npon the fubjed, except that of Edward the Third, but alio 
ftigmatizing, upon the records of Parliament, the arbitrary 
CONSTRUCTIONS of Judges, and limiting them, in all tiine^ 
to die very LETTER of the ftatute. I will read to you Lord 
Coke's commentary upon the fubjecEt. In his third InftitutCi'page 
23, he fays, ^ Before the aSi of the 2Sth of Edward the Thirds 
*''.fo many Treafons had been made and declared^ and in fucb 
^ fort penned^ as not only the ignorant and unlearned people^ ht 
^ alfo learned and expert men^ were trapped and enfnared^fo 
. " that the wifchief before Edward the Thirds of the uncertainty 
* of what was Treafon and what not^ became fo frequent and 
^ dangerous-, as that thefafefi andfureji remedy was by this excilUnt 
**" a£l of Mary to abrogate and repeal all^ but only fudi as are 
^ fpecified and expreffed in this ftatute of Edward the ThinL 
*^ By which law the fafety of both the King and the fubjcfti 
^ and the prefervation of the conunon weal, were wifely and 
" fufEciendy provided for, and in fuch certainty, that nihil re^ 
<♦ lidiium eft arbitro judicis." 

. The whole evil, indeed, to be remedied and avoided by die 
^Sl oi Queen Mary was, the arbituum judicis, or judicial 
conftrudkion beyond the letter of the ftatute. The ftatute 
itfelf was perfect, and was reftored in its full vigor j and to 
fuppofe, therefpre, that when an a6): was exprefsly made, be^ 
caufe Judges had built Treafons by conftru6lions beyond the 
law, they were to be left, confiftendy with their duty, to go on 
building again, is to impute a folly to the Legiflature, whidi 
never yet was imputed to the framers of this admirable ftatute. 
But this abfurd idea is exprefsly excluded, not merely by the 
ftatute, according to its plain interpretation, but according to 
the direct authority of Lord Coke himfelf, in his commentaiy 
upon it. For he goes on to fay, " Two things are to be $k-r 
** fervedy firfi^ that the WQrd Expr£SSCI>> in the Jiatute of 

« Mary^ 
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^ Marjy excludis all hnplicathns or inferences whatfiever ; fi'* 
" eondly^ that no former attainder^ judgment^ precedent^ refolu^ 
" tion^ or opinion of Judges^, or JufticeSy of High Treafon^ 
^ other than fuch as are fpecified and exprejfed in the Jiatute rf 
•* Edward the Thirds are to he followed or drawn into example* 
* For the words be plain and diredi; that from henceforth n$ 
^ aSt^ deed^ or offence Jhall be taken^ had, deemed^ or adjudged ) 
^ to be High Treafonj but oHly fuch 41s are declared and ex-^ 
« prejfed in the faid a£f of the 2Sth of Edward the Thirdj any 
^ A£f of Parliament or Statute after 25/A of Edward the Thirds or \ 
** any other declaration or matter to thecontrary mtwithjtanding.** 
Gendemen, if the letter of the ftatute of Mary, when coupled 
with Lord Coke's Commentary, required further illuftration, 
it would amply receive it from the preamble, which ought to 
be engraved on the heart of every man who loves the King,. 
or who is called to any ihare in his councils; for as Lord Coke 
obferves, in the &me commentary : It truly recites, diat ^ the 
** ft ate of a King Jiandeth and confijteth m$re ajfured by the kv0 
^ and favour of the fubje£i towards their Sovereign^ than in the 
^ dread and fear of laws^ made with rigorous and extreme pu-* 
^ nijhment'y and the ether that laws^ JHftfy tnadi foi for the pre^ 
^ fervation of the Common JVealy without extreme punifimenty or 
** penalty y are more often^ and for the moji part better kept^ and 
^ obeyed, than laws andjiatutes made with extreme puniflmientJ* 
But, Gentlemen, die moft important part of Lord Coke's 
Commentary on this ftatute is yet behind ; which I fliall pre- 
(endy read to you, and to which I implore your moft eameft 
attention; becaufe I will fhew you by it, that the unfortunate 
nan, whofe innocence I am defending, is arraigned before you of 
high treafon, upon evidence not only wholly repugnant to this 
particular ftatute, but fuch as never yet was heard of in England 
upon any capital trial.— Evidence which, even with all the atten- 
tion you have given to it, I defy any one of you, at this moment, 
to by of what it confifts ; evidence (which fince it muft be 
;«dled by that name) I tremble for my boldnefs in prefi|ming to 
4and up for the life of a man, when I am confcious that I am in- 
tei^le of underftaodiog from it, ^en what ads arc imputed to 

O 4 Im;. 
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him — ^EviDEWCE, which has confumed four days in the reading! 
not in reading the a£fa of the prifoner, but the unconne&ed writ- 
ings of men, unknown to one another, upon a hundred difFeient 
fubje£b; EVIDENCE, the very liftening to v4iich has deprived me 
of the fleep which nature requires; which has filled my mind with 
unremitting diflrefs and agitation, and which, from its difcordant 
unconne6led nature, has fuffered me to reap no advantage frm 
the indulgence, which I began with thanking you for ; but wfatcii, 
on die contrary.^ has almoft fet my brain on fire, with the vainr 
endeavour of coUeding my thoughts upon a (uhjeSt never de* 
£gned for any rational courfe of thinking. 

Let us, therefore, fee how this unexampled conditicm iaUs in 
fnA Lord Coke upon this fubjed, whoie authority is appealed 
to by die Crown itfelf ; and let us go home and bum our books if 
diey are to blazon forth the law by eulogium, and accurately tef 
define its protedor, which yet die fubje£l is to be totally cut off 
from when, even under the fandbn of theie very authors, he 
ftands upon his trial for hi$ exiflence. Lord Coke fiiys^ in die 
fime Commentary, page la, diat the ihitute had not only accu- 
rately defined the charge, but the nature of the p&oor oii 
which alone a man (hall be attainted of any of the brandies of 
High Treafon,— <* It is to be obferved,'* fays he « tiiat the word 
^ in the Aft of Edward the Third is proveabUtnent : i. #. Upon 
^ direSt andmamfift prwf^mi upon conjedlual prifumptionsyntH'* 
^ ferencei^9rjirains ofwitj but upctn good and fufficient pr$9f. jhi 
^ herein tbi adverb provably hath agreatforce^ ^^nd fignifieth d 
« DIRECT PL JIN proofy which word the Lords and Cm^ 
« mons in Parliament did ufe for that the offence of treeAn 
*' was fo heinoufy and was fo heavily and feverefy pun^edy at 
^ none other the like, and therefore the offender natff ^ PRO^^ 
^ VABLT attainted^ which words are as forcible as upmt direS^ 
^ and manifeft proof Note, the word is not probably, /if" 
^ then commune argumentmn might ha^eferved^ but the word is 
* provably be attainted.'* 

Nodiirig can be fo curioufly jmd tautologeoufly kiboureda^ thif- 
Commentaiy, of even that great prerogative lawyer Lcyrf 
Coke^ iipon diis Hngle word in die ftatute^ aiKl U manjftftiy 

ftcws 



Ikews dut lb £ur from its» being the ipirit and prmclple of thelwr 
of EngUnd) to loofeo the conftni£lioa of diis ftatute, and t» 
adopt rules of conftru^on and proof, unufual yi tri^ for o&er 
crimes ; that on die contrary, the Legiflatitre did not even leave 
it to the Judges to apply the ordinary rules of legal proof to triak 
under it, but admonilhed them to do juftice in diat refped in the 
very body of die ftatute. 

Lord H^ treads in the Bane padi widi Inord Coke, and con* 
dudes diis part of the fubjed by the fcUowiag moft remarks^ 
pailage :— Vol. k chap. xi. 86. 

** Ninv altho* the crime of High Treajin is the gnafefi crimt 
" againft faith^ duty^ and human focietyy and brings with it the 
^ greateji and mdft fatal dangers tfi the gevemment^ feaee^ and 
c^ bappinefs rf a kingdom^ $r Jiate ; andy therefore^ is defervedly 
^ branded with the higbejl ignominy^ andfahje&ed t$ the greatefi 
^ penalties that the laws can infliH. It appears firft, hew 
(' necejfary it was that there Jhould befonu inown^ fixed^ fettlei 
** boundary fer this great crime if treafm^ and of what great im* 

* portancethefiatute of%yh of Edward the Third was^ in order f# 
^ that end, Seconi^ How dangerous it is to depart from the tETTEtt 
^ of that^atute^ and to multiply and inhance crimes into treafin by 
^ ambiguous and general words j fuch as accroaching royal power^ 
^ fuhverting fundamental lawsj and the Hke. And third, horae 
^ dangerous it is by cpn/inUlion^ and ANALOGY^ to make trea- 
^ frns where the letter of the law has not done it. For fuch 

* a method admits of no limits^ or bounds j but runs as far and ai 
^ wide as the wit and invention of actufersj and the detejiatim of 
^ perfons accufed will carry men,^* 

Surely the admonition of this fupcr-eminent Judge oug^ to 
fink deep into die heart of every Jui^ and of every Juryman 
who IS called to adminifter juftice under this ftatute; above all in 
tbe times and under the peculiar circumftances which a&mble us 
in this place. Honorable men, feeling, as they ought, fm* the 
Ikfety of Government, and the tranquillity of the country, and 
natiindly indignant againft thofe who are fuppofed to have brought 
Aem into peril, ought for diat very caufe to proceed withmore 
Hbupdant caution^ left dsey (hould be furprized by ^dicir refentw 

1 t&KSfiO^ 
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ments or their fears ; thejr ought to advance, in the judgments 
they form, by flow and trembling fteps 5 they ought even to fall 
back and look at every thing again, left a falfe light (hould de- 
ceive them, admitting no hSt but upon the foundation of clear 
and prectfe evidence, and deciding upon no intention that does 
tiot refult with equal cleamefs from the fad. This is the uni- 
verfid demand of juftice in every cafe criminal or civil ; how 
^4* much more then in this, when the judgment is every moment in 
danger of being fwept away into the iathomlefs abyfs of a thou- 
fand volumes , where there is no anchorage for the underftani- 
ing ; which no reach of thought can look round in order to com- 
pare their points ; nor any memory capacious enough to retain 
even the imperfed: relation that can be coUeded from them. 

Gentlemen, my mind is the more deeply afFeded with diis confi- 
deration by a very recent example in that monftrous phenomenon 
which, under the name of a trial, has driven us out of Weftminfltf 
Hall for a large portion of my profeflional life. No man is lefs dii^ 
pofed than I am to fpeak lightly of great State profecutions, uriiich 
bind to their duty thofe who have no other fuperiors, nor any odw 
controul -, laft of all am I capable of even glancing a cenfure againft 
thofe who have led to or conduced the impeachment, becaufe I it- 
fpeSt and love many of them, and know them to be amongft die beft 
and wifeft men in the nation. J know them indeed fo well, as to 
be perfuaded that could they have forefeen the vaft field it was 
to open, and the length of time it was to occupy, tiiey never 
would have engaged in it ; for I defy any man, not illuminated 
'by the Divine Spirit, to fay, with the precifion and certainty 
of an Englifh Judge deciding upon evidence before him, diat 
Mr. Haftings is guilty or not guilty. For who knows what is 
before him, or what is not. Many have carried what they knew 
to their graves, and the living have lived long enough to forget 
it. Indeed I pray God that fuch another proceeding may never 
exift in England ; becaufe I confider it as a difhonour to die Con* 
ftitution, and that it brings, by its example, unfecurity into the 
adminiftration of juflice. Every man in civilized focietyhas 
2 right to hold his life, liberty, property, and reputation, under 
plain laws that can be well underftood, and is fubjeft tm have 
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ibme limited, fpecific part of his condu£)-, compared and exa- 
milled by their flandard ; but he is not for feven years, no, nor 
for feven days, to ftand as a criminal until judgment is be- 
wildered and confounded, to ccmie at Ipft, perhaps, to defend 
fcimfclf, broken down with fatigue, and difpirited with anxiety, 
which, indeed, is my own condition at this momtat^ frtio anr 
only ftating the cafe of an9ther— What then muft be die CWdi- 
tion of the unfortunate peribn whom you are trying ? 

The next great queftion isy how the admonitions of thefe great 
writers are to be reconciled widi what is undoubtedly to be found 
in other parts of their works ; and I think I do not go too far, 
when I ilty, that it ought to be the inclination of every perfon^s 
mind who is coniidering the meanii^ of any writer, particularly 
if he be a perfon of fuperior learning and intelligence, to re- 
5:oncile as much as poffible all he fays upon any fubjecl, and not 
to adopt fuch a QonftruSion as neceflarily raifes up one part in 
dired oppoiition to another. 

The law itfelf, indeed, adopts diis foimd rule of judgment in 
the examination of every matter which is laid before it, for a 
found conftruSion, and the Judges, dierefere, are bound by 
duty as well ^ reafon to adopt it. 

It appears to me then, that the only ambiguity which arifcs, 
or can poflibly arife, in the examination of the great authorities, 
^d in the comparifon of them with themfelves, or with one 
another, is, from not rightly underiknding die meaning of the 
term overt- act as applied to this fpecies of Treafoar The 
moment you get right upon the true meaning and fignification of 
this expreffion, the curtain is drawn up, and all is light and 
certainty, 

Gentlemen, an overt-ad of the High-Treafon charged upon 
this recgrd) I take, with great fubniiffion to the Court, to be 
plainly and fimply this; — The High-Trofai ifcaifed, is the 
^ompaffing or imagining (in other words, the inMiding or de* 
Signing) the death Qf the King, I mean his natural death; 
ivhich being a hidden operation of the mind, an overt-a£l, is any 
thing which legally proves the exiftence of fuch traitorous defign 
9nd itttendoD — ^I ia/) that the defign againft the King's natural 
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life, i^, th^ High-Trcafon under the firft branch of the ftatate, 
and whatever is evidence, wliich may be legally laid before a 
Jury to judge of the traitorous intention, is a fcgal overt-ad' 
becauie an overt-a& is nothing but legal evidence embodied upoa 
the record. 

• Tfa^cbarge of compaffing being a charge of irrtrntioti, whicby 
widmit a naianifeftation by condu^y no human tribunal could try; 
the ftatute requires by its ytry letter (but without which letter 
leafon muft have prefomed) that the intention to cut off die 
Sovereign fliould be manifefted by open a& ; and as a prifiner 
diarged with an intention, could have no notice how to defenJ 
bimfelf withojtit die charge of actions from whence the intentnt 
was to be imputed to him, it was always the pra£tice, accorfng 
to the found principles of Engliih law„ to ftaie upon the face of 
ihe indi^ment the overt-a£t, which the Crown charges a> the 
means nuide ufe of by the priibner to effect his traitorous purpofe; 
and as this rule was too frequently departed from, the ftatute of 
the Ibventh of King William, ena£ted, for the benefit of Ae 
Priibner, that no evidence ihould even be given of any overt afl 
not charged in the indictment. The charge, therefore, of the 
overt a£ls in the indifhnent is the notice, cnafted by ftatute to be 
given to the Prifoner for his proteSion, of the means by which 
the Crown is to fubmit to the Jury the exiftence of the trai- 
torous purpofe, which is the crime alledged againft him^ and in 
purfoanoe of which traitorous purpofe the overt a^ muft alfobe 
charged to have been committed. Whatever, therefore, is relevant 
or competent evidence to be received in fupport of the traitoroni 
intwition, is a legal overt ad, and what afts are competent t6 
that purpofe, is (as in all other cafes) matter of hw for A6 
Jwfecs; but whether, after the overt a£fe are received upon Ac 
record as competent, and are eftablifted by proof upon the trials 
they be fu4feiBnt/or infufficient in the particular inftancc, t6 
convince the Jury of the traitorous compaffing or intention, 1$ 
a mere matter of fedi, which, from its very nature, can be re- 
duced to no other ftandard than that which each man's own con- 
fcience and underftanding ereas in his mind, as the arbitef of his 
judgment. This dodlrine is by no means new nor peculiaf t6 

High 
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High Treafon, but pervades the whole law, and may be weB 
illuftrated in a memorabk cafe lately decided upon writ of error in 
the houfe of Lords, and which muft be in the memory of all die 
Judges now prefent^ li^o took a part in its decifion: there At 
queftion was, whether upon the eftablilhment of a number of 
ikEts eftablifhed by legal evidence, the Defendant had knowledge 
of a hStf whidi if he had he wse defencelefs. To draw that ques- 
tion from the Jury to the Judges, I demurred to the evidence, 
faying^ that tho' each part of it was legally admitted, it was -Sir 
the law, by the mouth of the Judges, to pronounce whether tMs 
fsiSt of knowledge could legally be inferred from it; but Ac 
Lords, with the^allent of all the Judges, decided, to my perfed 
fadsfaAion, that fiudi a denuirrer to die evidence was irregular 
and invalid ; that the province of the Jury over die effeSt of evi- 
dence, ought not to be fo transferred to the Judges, and converted 
into matter of law; that what was relevant evidence to come be- 
fore a Jury, was At province of die Court, but that the cpn- 
dufion to be drawn from admiffiUe evidence^ was the imalienafak 
province cf the country* 

To apply that reafoning to the cafe before us,— The matter to 
be enquired of here is, the Ad of die Prifoner's intention, as in 
die cafe I have juft cited it was the h£t of die Defendant's know- 
ledge. The charge of a confpiracy to depofe the King, is there- 
fore laid before you to eftaUifli diat intention; its competent:]^ 
to be laid before you for that purpofe, is not dtfputed; lam oriy 
contending with aH reafon and authority on my fide, that it is to 
be fubmitted to your confciences and underftandings, whedier, 
even if you bdieved the overt aft, you believe alfo that it pro- 
ce^ed from a traitorous madiination agaiiift the life of the King. 
I am orAy contending diat tbefe two bdiefs muft coincide taefta- 
blifli a verdift of guilty. I am not contending that under circum- 
ftances, a confpiracy to depofe the King, and to annihilate his 
regal capacity, may not be ftrong, and fads&ftory evidence of 
the intendon to deftroy his life ; — ^but only diat in this as in every 
other inftance, it is for you to colleft omot to colleft this Treafon 
againft the King's life, according to the refult of your confden* 
tious belief iuid judgment, from the afts of tfac priibner laid be^ 
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fere you; and that the eftabiilbment of the oveit a£l, even if ic 
were eftabtiihed, does not eflablifh the Treafon againft the King's 
life, BY A CONSEQUENCE OF LAW! but on the contrary^ the 
overt d&y tho* pimiChable in another ibape as an independant 
crime) is a dead letter upon this record, unlefs you believe, exeN 
cifing your excluTivejurifdiftion over the h&s laid before you, 
diat it was committed in accompliihment of the Treafon againft 

THE NATURAL LIFE OF THE KiNG. 

Gentlemen, diis particular crime of c(»npaf}ing the King's 
deadly is fo complcat an anomoly, being wholly feated in uncon- 
fiinunated intention, that die law cannot depart from defcribing it 
according to its realefience, even when it is followed by his death: 
a man cannot be indidled for killing the King, as was fettled in 
Ae cafe of the Regicides of Charles the Firft, after long conful- 
tation among all the Judges : it M^as held that the very words of 
^ ftatute muft be purfued, and that altho' the King was a^iually 
murdered, the prifoners v^o deftroyed him could not be charged 
with the a£t itfelf, as High Treafon, but with the compaffing of 
his death; the very a6l of the executioner in beheading him, be- 
ing only laid as the overt a£t upon the record. There, tho* the 
overt 2L& was £b connected with, as to be even infeparable from 
the traitorous intention, yet they were not confounded becaufeof 
the efFe£t: of the precedent in diflimilar cafes: and altho' die Re- 
gicides came to be tried immediately upon the reftoration of the 
King, intheday-ipring of his authority, and before high preroga^ 
tLve Judges^ and under circumftances when, in any country but 
England, their trial would have been a mockery, or their execu- 
tion have been awarded without even the forms of trial ; yet in 
England, that facred Liberty which has for ever adorned the 
Conftitution, refufed to facriiice to zeal or enthuiiafm^ either die 
fubftanceorthe formsof Juftice. Hear what the Chief Baron 
pronounced upon that occafion: — ^^ Thefe perfons are to iepro^^ 
•* ceeded with according to the laws cf the landy and IJhallfpeak 
** nothing to you hut what are the words of the law. By the 
" Jiatute of Edward the Thirdy it is made High Treafon to cotn* 
^ pafs and imagine the death of the King ; in no cafe elfe imagi^ 
^ nation or compajjingy without an actual cffs^^ is puniJbal^U hf 
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* iato.** He dien fpeaks of die facred life of the King, and 
fpeaking of the Treafon, fays ; — ^ The Treafin cmj^s in tht 
^ wicJt^d imagination witch is not apparent : but when this pn-* 
" fin fuiells out of the hearty and breaks firth into a&ion^ in that 
^ cafi it is High Treafin^ Then what is an overt a& uf an 
** imagination^ or compaffing of the King's death? Trul^ it is 
** any thing which Jhews what the imagination of the heart iV.'* 

Indeed, Gentlemen, the propofition is fo clear, that one gets 
confounded in the argument from the very firaplicityof it; but 
ftiil I ftand ina Situation which I am determined at all events to 
fiilfil to the utmoft; and I (hall therefore not leave the matter 
upon thefe authorities, but will bring it down to our own times, 
repeating my challenge to have produced one fmgle authority In 
contradi&ion. Lord Coke, in his third inftitute, page 1 1 ani 
I a, lays: — ^ The indictment muft charge that the Prifoner trai^ 
^ toroufly cBWipajfed and imagined the death and deJiruCtisn ef 
^ the King.'* He fays too, — ^ There mufi he a compafftng or 

* isnagination ; for an a£i without compaffing^ intent^ orimagi^ 
^ nation^ is mt within the a£f^ as appeareth by the exprefs kttet • 

* thereof Et a£ius non facit Reum Niji Mens ft Rea.'* No- 
diing in language can more clearly illuftrate my propofitiocL— • 
The indidment, like every other inoUdlment, muft charge dif- 
tin^y and ipeciiically the crime: that charge muft therefore be 
in die very words of die ftatute which creates the crime i the 
crime created by the ftatute not being the perpetration of any 2&^ 
but being in the rigorous feverity of the law, the very concern^ 
plation, intention, and contrivance of a purpofe directed to aa 
n£ki tfaatcontem^adon, purpofe, and contrivance, muft be found 
toexift, widiout which, fays Lord Coke, there can be no cqm« 
paffing: and as the intention (^ the mind cannot be inveftigated 
without the inveftigation of condu^ the overt a£l is required by 
tbe ftatute, and muft be laid in die indidment and proved. It 
follows from this dedu^os, that upon the dear principles of die 
Englifli law, every a£^ may be laid as an overt a£t of compaffing 
tite King's death, which may be reafonably confidefed to be re- 
levant and competent to manifeft that intention; for were it other* 
wile, it would be Ibuttixig outfrom die view of the Jury, certain 
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toidu^of thePrkoner, vAndti might, accorliag to clrcumftaoce^ 
kad to manifeft thecriiiniiial intention of his mind; and as mm 
riiah one overt aft maj be laid^ and even overt aft& of diffiani 
kinds, tko* not in tfaemfeives fubftantivclj Treafim, Ac Judges Mp* 
pearlobejuftifiedinlaw, when dley ruled them tt^ be ovitrt afll 
of G09Kpaffing the dead] of d^ King; hecauie thejr are fiidi afli 
as before the ftatute of King William, whidi required diaftdv 
indiftment Ihould charge all overtafts. Would have been hdd Id 
be relevant proof, of which relesrancy of proof me Judges are to 
judge as matter of law; and therefore being rdievant proof, nwft 
aUb be relevsmt matter of charge, becaufe nodbing can be nfef 
vandy charged which may not alfo be rdevandy admitted to proof 
Thefe oUervations explain to the meaueft capacity, in what ienft 
Lord Cokemuft be underftood, whep he fays, in die irery fimi 
page, that, ^ jt preparation to depofe tht Kingy and to taie tti 
^ King h^ forct and ftrong handy until he has yields to certah 
^ demandsj is a fujfficient overt a£t to prove the con^ajfing tfihi 
• Kittg's death.'* He does not fay as a proposition of law, 
ihathc who prepares to feizc the King , compa/Teth his deadi, bat 
diata preparation to feize him is a AifHcient overt a^t t.o' PRQVt 
l^e comparing; .and he direSIy gives the reafon, ^ becauie of the 
^ ftroiig tendency it has to that end.'' This latter fentenoede* 
ftrojrs all ambiguity. I agree perfectly with Lord Coke, and I 
diink every judge would fo decide, upon the general principles of 
law and evidence. Without any refort to his authority for it; ari 
fer dus plain and obvious realbn: — The Judges who acebylavrto 
decide upon the relevancy or competency of the proof, in eye^ 
matter criminal and civil, have immemorially fan£tioned die in* 
difpenfihle neceflity of charging the traitorous intention asdis 
crimjej before it was required by die flatute of King WiUiaiSir^ 
As die crime is in its nature invifible and infcrutable, until mioii* 
feftedbyAichcondufb as in the eye of jeafon is indicative qf fj» 
intention, which conftkutes the crime ; no overt aSt is itherefoit 
held tobefufRcient togiiwjurifdiftion, even to a Jury to dmr 
die inference in fa6l of the traitorous purpofe, bi^t fuch vAs ben 
whence it may be reafonably inferred ; and therefosre as the reftquQlt 
and imprifonoient -of a Pxinoe has jl greater tendfiDicy jto his do- 

ftru^oa 



( 209 ) 

rftri\£tion than in the cafe of a private man, fuch confpiracies arc 
admitted to be laid as overt z&Sj upontlus principle: that if a 
man doesanadl from whence an either inevitable or mainly pro^- 
bable confequence may be expefted to follow, much more if he 
perfifts deliberately in a courfe of condud, leading certainly or 
probably to any given confequence, it is reafonable to believe that 
he forefaw fuch confequenccs, dnd by purfuing his purpofe with 
that foreknowledge, the intention to produce the confequence may 
be fairly imputed. But then all this is matter offa^for the Jury 
from the evidence^ not matter of law for the Court 5 further than 
it is the privilege and duty of the Judge to dire£l the attention of 
die Jury to the evidence, and to ftate the law as it may refult 
from the different views the Jury may entertain of the fafts; and 
if fuch a(9:s could not be laid as overt a£is, they could not be of- 
fered in evidence ; and if they could not be offered in evidence, 
the mind of the Prifoner, which it was the obje£l of the trial to 
lay open as a clue to his intention, would be fhut up and con- 
cealed from the Jury, whenever the death of the Sovereign was 
fought by circuitous but obvious means, inflead of by a direAand 
murderous machination. But when they are thus fubmitted, as 
matter of charge aiid evidence to prove the traitorous purpofe 
which is the crime, the fecurity of die King, and of the fubjcft 
are equally provided for: all the matter which has a relevancy to 
the crime, is chargeable and proveaDle, not fubftantively to raife 
from their eftablilhmcnt a legal inference, but to raife a prefump- 
tion in feft, capable of being weighed by the Jury with all the 
circumftaiices of the tranfadion, as offered by the Crown and 
the Prifoner; their province being finally to fay not what was the 
poi&ble or the probable confequence of tho overt a6l laid in the 
indiflment, but whether it has brought them to a fafe and con- 
fcientbus judgment of the guilt of the Prifoner) i; Ci of his guilt 
in compaiHng the death of the King, which is the Treafon char- 
ged in the indi£tment. Lord Hale is, if pofiible, more dircdland 
explicit upon the fubje<Sk. — He (ays, page 107, " The words com^ 
" p^fs or imagine^ are of a great latitude i tb^ refer to the pur^ 
^ pofe or dejign of the mind or will, tho^ the purptfe or dcfign 
** takes not effeSi : but comparing or imagining ftngly .ef itfelf is. 
Vol. ilL P " "an 
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• an intemat a£iy andwithout fomething t^nkintfe/f fty eduldiut 
^ poj/lbly fall under any judicial cognizance but pf God alone *f 
^ and therefore MsflaiuU requires fuch AN OVERT ACT as mil 
** render the eompajfing or imagining capable of a trial andfeth 
** tence by human judicatures" Now can any man poffibly de- 
rive from iuch a writing,. ({MTOceeding toa from an author of Ae 
charaAer of Lord Hale) that an overt aft of compaffing, mig^ 
in his judgment Be an a£l committed inadvertendy without-die 
intention?' Can any man- gather ftom it^^that a man by ftlling 
into bad company^, can be drawn in to be guilty of thk (pedes of 
Trcafon by rafhcondufl:,. while the &ve of his Sovtreign w* 
glowihg in his boibm ? Can diere be any particular a&s whick 
eanendtle a Judge or Counfel to pronounce at a matter of lawi 
tiriiat another man intends ? Or tfeit what a man intends is wf a 
matter of fiQii Is there any man diat will meet ibe matter iaiilj^ 
and advance and fupport diat naked propofition I At all events, it 
is certamly not a propofition to be dealt with publickly; becaufc 
die man whofe mind is capable even of obnceiving it, fliould be 
treafured up in a* muftuni) and exhibited diere asa curiofi^y fer 
money. 

Gentlemen, all I am afking however, from my argument, ani 
I defy any power of reafon upon eardi to move me from it) is this: 
That the Prifoner being charged with intending the King's deadi, 
YOU are to find whedier this charge be founded,- or unfeunded; 
ajid diat therefore, put uponthe record what elfe you^will, prove 
what you \^11,.. read diefe books over and over again, and let hs 
ftand here a year and^ day in difcburfing concerning thtm, ft3I 
die queftion muft return at laft to what you and you only can 
refolve — Is he guilty oftfaatbafe deteftable intention to deftrojl 
the King ? Not whether puincline to believe that be is guihy; 
KOT whetfaer you {ufpe^ nor whether it be probable; not 
whether he may be guilty; no^, but that pipoveably he M 
GUILTY^ If you can fay this upon the evidence, it is your dutj^ 
to fay fo^ and you* may, with a tranquilconfcieiice, jreturn to your 
families ; dio' by your judgment die unhappy obje£Lof it muft re- 
turn no more tahis.^Ala89. Gendemen, what do I iky, Hb kas^ 
TO &mily ta return t02««»d^ siffedionate partner of hia life bas 

already 
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Idfeady (alien a \\(kim to die furprize and hcMrror which attended 
the fcehe now traniading. But let that melancholy refle£tion 
pafs — it (hould not, perhaps, have been introduced«^it certainly 
Ought to have no cffeSt upon you who are to judge upon your 
oaths» I do not ftand here to deflre you to commit perjury fix)ni 
compaffion ; but at the fame time my earneftnefs may be for-^ 
given, flnce it proceeds from a weaknefs common to us all. I 
claim no merit with the priibner for my zeal ; it proceeds from a 
leliifh principle inherent in the human heart — ^I am Counfel^ 
Gentlemen, for myfelf. In every word I utter, I feel that I 
am pleading for the fafe^ of my own life, for the lives of my 
children after me, for the happinefe of my country, and for die 
tiniverfal condition of civil fociety diroughout the world. 

But let us return to the fubjed, and purfue the do^ne of 
Lord Hale upon die true interpretation of die term overt a^ 
as applicable to this branch of Treafon. Lord Hale fays, and I 
do befeech moil earneftly die attention of the Coiut and Jury 
to this paflage— -^< If men confpire the death of die King, and 
^ thereupon provide weapons, or fend letters, diis is an overt 
^ zCt within die ftatute." Take this to pieces, and what does 
it amount to^— <^ If men confpire the deadi of the King," that 
18 the firft diing, viz. die intention, ^ and diereupon,'' diat is, 
lA purfuance of that wicked intention, ^ provide weapons^ ot 
* lend letters for die execution diereof," i. e. for die execution 
of diat defhii^ton of die King, which diey have meditated, 
^ diis 18 an overt aft mdiin die fbtute." Surely die mean* 
ii^of all this is felf««vident — ^If the intention be againfl die 
Kii^s life^ though the confpiracy does not immediately and 
direffly point to his death, yet flill the overt z& will be fufficient 
if it be fomething which has fb direft a tendency to that end, as 
lb be cmnpetent rational evidence of t)ie intention t6 obtain iti 
Ikit die ihftahces given by Lord Hale himfelf fumiih the beft 
ilIu(ln£o]>— ^ If nun conjoin to imprifon the King by forcs 
^ A^b A STRONG HAND until he has yielded t$ certain demands^ 

^ and FOR THAT PURPOSB GATHER COMPANY, OR WRITE 

** LETTERS, that is an enert HB to prove the compajjing the 
^ KSrifs deafBj aisitwas ietd in L§rd (Ullhanfs cafe by all the 
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«t Judges.'*^ In this fentence Lord Hale does not depart from 
that precifion which /o eminently diftinguifhes all his writings; 
he does not fay, that if men confpire to imprifon the King until 
he yields to certain demands, and for that purpofe do fo and fo^ 
This is High Treafon — no, nor even an overt a<Sl: of Hi^ 
Treafon, though he might in legal language corre6tIy have laid 
fo; but to prevent the poflibility of confounding the Treafon 
with matter which may be legally charged as relevant to the proof 
of it^ he follows Lord Coke's expreiHon in the third Inftitutc, 
and (ays, 'This is an overt aft to prove the compaffing of the 
King's death: and as if by this mode of expreffion he had not 
done enough to keep the ideas afunder, and from abundant re- 
gard for the rights and liberties of the fubjeft, he immediately 
adds, " But then there mujl he an overt a£i to prove that 
*' confpiracyy and then that overt a£l to prove Juch defign^ is an 
'^^ overt a£i to prove the compajfing of the death of the King^^ 
The language of this fentence labours in the ear from the ex- 
ceffive caution of the writer, afraid that his reader fhould jump 
too faft to his concluCon upon a fubjeft of fuch aweful momcm^ 
he pulls bim back after he has read that a confpiracy to imprifon 
the King, is an overt adl to prove the compaffing of his deathi 
and fays to him, but recolleft that there muft be an overt aflto 
prove, in thie firft place, that confpiracy to imprifon the King, 
and even then that intention to hnprifon him fo manifefted by 
the overt aft, is biit in its turn an overt aft to prove the cono- 
pafSng or Intention to deftroy the King. Nor does the great 
and benevolent Hale reft even here, but after this almoft tedious 
perfplcuity, he "begins the next fentence with this frefh caution 
and limitation, « But then this muJl he intended of a confpiracy 
« FORCIBLY to detain and imprifon the King.*' What then is 
a confpiracy forcibly to imprifon the King — ^furely it can require 
no explanation : it can only be a direH machination to feize and 
detain his person by rebellious force. Will this expreffion be 
fatisfied by a confpiracy to feize fpeculatively upon his authority 
by the publici^on of pamphlets, which by the inculcation of re- 
publican principles, may in the eventual circulation of a 4:our^ 
of years, perhaps in a courfe of centuries, in this King's time, 

or 



or in the time of a remote fucceflbr, debauch mens minds from 
the Englifh conftitution, and by the deftruftion of monarchy, 
involve the life of the monarch. Will any man fay that this is 
what the law means by a confpiracy againft the King's govern- 
ment, fuppofing even that a confpiracy againft his government 
ivere fynonimous with a defign upon his life ? Can any cafe be 
produced where a perfon has been found guilty of High Treafon, 
under this branch of the ftatute, where no war has been aftually 
levied, unlefs where the confpiracy has been a forcible invafion 
of the King's perfonal liberty or fecurity ? I do not mean to fay 
that a confpiracy to levy war may not, in many inftances, be 
laid as an overt aft of compafling the King's death, becaufe the 
-war may be mediately or immediately pointed diftinftly to his 
deftruftion or captivity j and as Lord Hale truly fays, " fmall 
** is the diftance between the prifons and graves of Princes.'" 
But multiply the inftances as you will, ftill the principle prefents 
jtfelf. The truth of this very maxim, built upon experience, renders 
an overt aft of this defcription rational and competent evidence 
to be left to a Jury of a defign againft the King's life ; but it does 
not, therefore, change the nature of the crime, nor warrant any 
Court to declare the overt aft to be legally and conclufively in-. 
dicative of the traitorous intention j becaufe if this be once 
admitted to be law, and the Jury are bound to find the 
Treafon upon their belief of the exiftence of the overt aft, the 
trial by die country is at end, and the Judges are armed with 
an arbitrary uncontroulable dominion over the lives and liberties 
of the nation. 

Gentlemen, I will now proceed to {hew you that the doftrines 
which I am infifting on have been held by all the great Judges 
of this country, in even the worft of times, and that they are, 
befides, not at all peculiar to the cafe of High Treafon, but per- 
vade the whole fyftem of the criminal law. Mr. Juftice Forfter, 
fo juftly celebrated for his writings, lays down the rule thus i'^ 
It may be laid down as a general rule, that " indiftments found- 
« ed UPON PENAL STATUTES, ESPECIALLY THE MOST 
^ PENAL, mu/i purfue the JiatuU fo as to bring the party 
^ within it.** And this general rule is fo cxprcfely allowed tor 
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liave place in High Trcafop, that it is admitted on all Imikf 

that an indidment would be radically and incurably badt 

unleft it charged the compaffing of the King^s deatb> as die 

leading and fundamental averment, at^d unlefs it formally 

charged the overt zGt to be committed in order to efiVduate 

the traitorous purpofe. Nobody ever denied this propofitiQii; 

and the prefent indifhnent is framed accordingly, Now it 

is neediefs to fiiy that if the benignity of the general law 

requires this precifion in the indi£hnent| the proof tavt 

be correfpondingly precife, for otherwife die fubjeft vroM 

derive no benefit from the ftridnefs of the indi<9menti the 

ftri^hiefs of which can have no other meaning in law or commoo 

fenfe, than the protection of the Prifoner; for if thou^ thf 

indidmept muft diredly charge a breach of fhe very lbtte& of 

the ftatute, the Prifoner could, neyerthelefs, be convided by 

evidence nott amounting to ^ breach of the letter, then die 

iblAnefs of the in(U£hnent "v^ould not only be nq protection to 

ihe Prifoner, but a direct violation of the firft principles of 

Juftice criminal and civil, which call vmiverfiJly for the proof 

of ail material averments in every legal proceeding. But Mr, 

Juftice porfter exprefsly adverts to the neceflary feverity of proof, 

as well as of charge^-r-for, he (ays, thaf " although a cafe is 

«* brought within the reafon of a penal ftatute, and within die 

*^ mifchief to be prevented, yet, }f it does ^ot come within the 

*' unequivocal letter, the benignity of the law interpofcth." If 

the law then be thus fevere in the interpretation of eyery penal 

proceeding, even down to an action for the killing of a hare or a 

partridge, is its conftructions only to be enlarged and e^ctended 

as to the ftatute of High Trcafon, ajthough the fingle object of 

paiGng it was to guard againft conftri^ctions. 

Gentlemen, the reafon pf the thing is fo palpably and invin- 
cibly in fevour of this analogy, diat it never met with a direct 
opppfition* The Attprney General himfelf diftinctly admits it 
}n one part of his addrefs to you, though he feems to deny it m 
another. I hope that v*en I ftate one part of his fpeech to be 
in diametrical oppofitjon to another, he will npt fuppoie diat I 
ajtri^ute th^ int»n|ii^9icy to ^y defect^ cither in bi9 undcr^ 
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Handing or his heart; far from it — theyarUe, I ttn convInceA 

from fome of the authorities not being fufEciently underftoocL 

In the beginning of his fpeech he admits Aat the evidence 

•muft be fatisfadoryand convincing as .to the intention, but ia 

.the latter pact he feem^, as it were, to take off the eff^St of that 

adouffion. I wifh to give you the very words. I took them 

■down at the time ; and if I 4I0 not ftate them corre£tiy, I deilrc 

to be corre&ed. ^^ J moft diflinAly 4ifavow,'' >(aid my Honour* 

able Friend, ^ every cafe of conftrudtion. I moft diftin£U/ 

^ difavow any Jike cafe of Treafon not within die letter of the 

^ ftatute. I moft diftin£tly difavow cumulative Treafonu X 

^ moft diftioiftly dilavow enhancing guilt by parity of reafon. 

^ The queflion undoubtedly is, whether the proof be full and 

^ fatis&dory to your reafons and confciences that the pri«^ 

^ foner is guilty of the Treafon of compaffing the King's 

^ death." Gentlemen, I )iope jhat this will always with .equal 

honour be Admitted. Now let .us fee how the reft of the learned 

gentleman's speech faUs in with this. For he ^s on to iay« 

that it is hy no means neceflary that the 4iftin^ fpecific inten* 

tbn (hould pre-exift the overt a£t ^ If the overt ai);," (ays be^ 

^ be deliberately xxMnmittod, it is a compaffing." But how by if 

the inteiHion be admitted to be the Treafon ? What benefit i^ 

obtained by the rigorous demand of die ftatute, that the com- 

paffing of die Kill's death (ball be charged by the indi^ment as 

fhc cnmsp if a crime diiferejlt^ or fhort of it, can be fub- 

fiituted fi3jr it in the proof f And how can the 0:a£ute of Ridv- 

^d die Second be isid to be repealed, which made it High 

.Treafon to compafs to depofe the King, independendy of inten*- 

tion upon his life^ if the law ftiaU declare^ notwidifianding die 

repeal, that they are fynonimous teons, and that the one CPN^* 

i:i.usiv£Ly involves the odier, 

Gendemen, if we examine the moft prominent cafes, which 
have come in judgment before Judges of the moft unqucftioo- 
able authority^ and aftjcr the Conftitution had bepome &(ed, you 
will &id every thing that J have been foying to you juftified and 
confirmed. 

The firft great State triali after the Revdutioa, was the cafo 
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|rf Sir John Frcind, a confpirator in the affaffination ptat 
Sir John^ Frcind was indifted for compaffing and imagininff 
the death of King William ; and the overt afts charged, and 
principally relied on, were, firft, the fending Mr. Charnock imp- 
France to King James, to defire him to perfuade the Frendt 
King to fend forces over to Great-Britain, to levy war agaioft,- 
arid to depofe the King, and that Mr. Charnock was a£h«dly 
fent ; and, fecondly, the preparing men to be levied to form a 
fdorps to affift in the reftoration of the Pretender, and the expul- 
fion of King William, of which Sir John Freind was to be 
Colonel, In this cafe, if the proofs were not to be wholly dif- 
credited, and the overt afts were confequently eftabliflied, they 
went rationally to convince the mind of every man of the prc- 
cxifting intention to deftroy the King. The confpiracy 
was not to do an aft which, though it might lead eventually aid 
fpeculatively to the King's death, might not be forefeen or de- 
iigned by thqfe who confpired together. The confpiracy was 
not direfted to an event, probably leading to anoAer, and a dit 
ferent one, and from the happening of which fecond, a diird 
ftill different might be engendered, which third might again 
lead in its confequences to a fourth ftate of things, which mighty 
in the revolution of events, bring on the death of the Kingi 
though never compaffed or imagined. Freind's confpiracy, on 
the contrary, had for its direft and immediate objed, the rcftor 
ration of the Pretender to the Throne, by the junSion of foreign 
and rebellious force. In my opinion (and I am not more dif- 
pofed than others to pufli things beyond their mark in the admi" 
niftration of criminal juftice). Sir John Freind, if the evidence 
againft him found credit with the Jury, could have no poifible 
defence. For the evidence went dire£lly to prove the difpatch of 
Charnock to France, under his direftion, to invite the French 
King to bring over the Pretender into England, and to place 
him on the Throne. The intention, therefore of Sir John 
Freind to cut off King William, was a clear inference from the 
overt adl in queftion ; not an inference of law for the Court, 
tut of fa6l for the Jury, under the guidance of plain common 
fcnfe i becaufc the confequence of the Pretender's regaining the 
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Throne, muft have been the attainder of King William by aft 
pf Parliament — ^fome gentlemen feem to look as if they thought 
not — ^but I fhould be glad to hear the pofition contradifted. I 
repeat, that if the Pretender had been reftored, as King of Eng- 
land, the legal confequence would have been, that King Wil- 
liam would have been a traitor and an ufurper^ and fubjedl as 
■ fuchto be tried at the Old Bailey, or wherever elfe the King, 
who took his place, thought fit to bring him to judgment, 
From thefe premifes, therefore, there could be no difficulty of 
inferring the intention ; and, therefore, if ever a cafe exifted 
where, from the clearnefs of the inference, the province of the 
Jury might have been overlooked, and the overt a£l confounded 
with the treafon, it was in the inftance of Friend ; but fo far 
was this from being the cafe, that you will find, on the contrary, 
every thing I have been faying to you, fince I began to addrcfs 
you, fummed up and confirmed by that moft eminent magii^ 
trate Lord Chief Tuftice Holt, who prefided upon that trial. 

He begins thus : Gentlemen of the Jury^ Look ye the Treafon 
-" that is mentmied in the indiSfment is conjpiringj eQntpaJJing'i 
.** and imagining the death of the King. To prove the cok- 
^ SPIRACY and design of the King's DEATH, two principal 
V overt aSls are infjied on^ He does not confider the overt 
aft of conspiracy and confultation to be the Treafon, but evi- 
dence (as it undoubtedly was in that cafe) to prove the compaf- 
fing the death. The Chief Juftice then ftates the two overt 
afts above mentioned, and fums up the evidence for and againft 
the prifoner, and leaves the intention to the Jury as matter of 
faft. For it is not till afterv/ards that he comes to anfwer the 
prifoner's objeftion in point of law, as the Chief Juftice in 
terms puts it — " There is another thing^' faid Lord Chief Juf- 
tice Holt, " he did tnfi/l upon^ and that is matter of 
** LAW. The fiatute 2$th E, 2^ was read^ which is the great 
^^ Jiatute about Treafon 5^' and that does contain divers fpecies of 
*' Treafon,^ and declares what flmll he Treafon \ one Treafon is 
^' the comparing and imagining the death of the King ; another 
** is the levying war. Now fays he^' (i. E. Freind) " here 
♦* is 719 war a^ually hvifdi and a bare confpiracy to levy war^ 

\, ^^ dots. 
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^ doiz not come tuithin the law againjl Treafon,'*^ To paufc herf 
a little : Freind's argument was this — whatever my intentions 
inight be— ^whatever my object of levying war might have been— 
whatever might have been my defign to levy it-^owever thede- 
ftru^ionof the King might have been effefted by my coiii|piracy 
if it had gone on — ^aod however it might have been my inten- 
tion that it fhould, it is not Txeafon within the 25th of E. 3d. 
To which Holt replied, a little incorrecftly in language^ but 
light in Xubftance—" Now for that I muji tell you j if there ie 
^ 9nly a confp^racy to levy war^ it is not Treafon ;" /• ^. It is 
not a fubftantiye Treafon. It is not a Treafon in the abftraib 
^ But if f^^ ^^fig^ ^nd confpiracy be either to kill the King^ (^ 
^ to depi^i hinij cr imprifon him^ or put any force or re/iraint 
Mpon him,'* i. e» perfonal reftraint by force, " and the way ofef 
^feSIing t}}efe purpofrs is By jlevying a war. There the 
•** confpiracy and confultationy to levy war for that purpofe, if 
** High Treafon, though no jvar be levied: For fuch confultatiin 
^ and confpiracy /> an ovejrt act PROVING the cmpaff 
" fng the death of the KingJ* But what fort of Virar is it^ the 
bare confpiracy to levy which, is an overt a£l to prove a defigQ 
againft the King's life, though no war be afibually levied? 

Gentlemen, Lord Holt himfelf illuftrates this matter fo clearlyt 
that if I had any thing at ftake fhort of the honour and life of 
the prifoner, I might fit down as foon as \ liad read it; For if 
one did not know it to be an extradl from an ancient trial, one 
would (ay it was admirably and accurately written for the prefent 
jpurpofe. It is a fort of prophetic bird's eye view of what we 
are engaged in at this moment: " There may be war levied 
*' {continues Lord Holt in Freind's cafe) without any defign upoB 
^ the King's perfon, which, if actually jlevied, is High 
" Treafon, though purpofmg and deftgning fuch a levying efwar 
*' is mt fo. As for example : if perfons do ajjimhle themfelves^ 
*' and a£i with force, in oppofttion to fome law, and hape thereby 
** to get it repealed; this is a levying war, and Treafin, XHO* 

'* the PURPOSING AND PESIGNI.NG OF IT IS NOT SO. 8$ 

*' %vhen they endeavour, in great numbers^ WITH FORCE, t§ 
« make reformation of their own beads^ without purfuing the 

5 ^ W/A#* 
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^ methods of the hw^ that is a levying W(tr^ but thb ^Xf%^ 
^ POSE AND DESIGNING IS NOT SO. But if theff be^ as I 
** told youj a purpoje and defign to destroy the KiNGy 
•< and" (not or to depofe him, but and to depofe him) " ft 
^ depofe him from his Thrgney which is propofed and dejigned i9 
** be effected by war that is to be levied i fuch a confpiracy emi 
** confultation to levy war FOR THE BRINGING THIS TO pass,** 
(i. e. for bringing the King's death to pafs) ^is an overt aSt ef 
^ High Treafon, So that^ Gentlemen^ as to th(it ohjeSfion which 
«« he makes, IN POINT OF LAW, it is pf no force. If 
^ there be evidence fufficient to convince you that he did eonfpir$ 
^ to levy war FOR SUCH AN END/* 

And he concludes by again leaviifg the intention eicprefsly t9 
the Jury. It is the end therefore for which the war- 
is to be levied, and not the confpiracy to do my a£l which ^ 
law confiders as a levying of war, that conftitutes an overt a& of 
Treafon againft the King's life. The ihoft rebellious mpve* 
anents towards a reform in Goverj^ment, not dire^ed againft 
the King's perfon, will not, according to Lord Holt, fuppoit 
fbc charge before you^ I might furround the Houfe of Com^ 
tngns with fifty thoufand men, for the expreis purpofe of forcing 
yhem, by dureis, jto repeal any law that is ofienGve to me, or to 
pafs a bill for altering elections, ivithout being a poffible obje^ 
pf this profecution. 

Under the other branch of ih^ ftatute, I might indeed be con^: 
vi£ied of levying war, but not of compaffing the King's deaths 
^d if I only confpire^ and meditated this riSng to repeal lawB 
by rebellion, I could be conyided of nothing but a high mif^ 
i^emeanor^ I would gjvc my friends the cafe upon a fpecial ver* 
fiiSty and let them hang me if they couldf How much more 
raif^t I give it them if the confpiracy imputed was not to ef? 
fcft a refwm by violence, but^ as in the cafe before us, by pam-r 
phlets and fpeeches, whiuh might produce uniyerlkl fufFrage, 
which uniyerfal fufFrage might eat opt and deftroy Ariftocracy, 
yvhichdeftni£tion might lead.to the &I1 of Monarchy, and, in the 
end, to the death of the King» Gentlemen, if the caufe were not 
fpo ferioit?^ I jtbpuld )ik.ea it to the play yirith which we amufe our 
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chiMren. This is the cow witfi the crumpled horn, wtiA 
gored the dog, that werried the cat, that eat the ra^ ice. ending 
in die«houfe which Jack built. 

I do therefore maintain, upon the exprefs aiiAoritjr of Loid 
Holt, that to convia a prifoner, charged with this Treafon, it 
is a^folutely neceflary that you ihould be fatisfied of his inten- 
tion againft the King's life, as diarged in the indiiSfanent, and 
tlat no defign againft the King's Government will even be a 
legal overt aft to fee left to a Jury as the evidence of fuch an 
intention, (much Icfs the fubftantive and confummate Treafon) 
imlefs the. confpiracy be direftly pointed againft the perfon of 
the King. The cafe of Lord George Gordon is oppofed to 
this ^ a high and modern decifton ; and the Attorney Genera] 
defcended indeed to a very humble and lowly authority, when 6e 
fought to maintain his argument by my own fpeech, as Counfij 
for that unfortunate perfon. The pafiage of it alluded to lies at 
this moment before me ^ and I fiiaR repeat it, and re-mamtain it 
to-day. But let it firft be rccolle£bed, that Lord George Got- 
don was not indidJred for compafling or iinagining the King's 
death, under the firft branch of *the ftatute, but for levying war 
under the fecopd. It never indeed entered into the conception 
o^' any man living that ftich an indiftment could have been 
maintained, or attempted againft him : I appeal to one of your 
Lordfbips now prefent, for whofe learning and capacity I have 
tiie grcateft and higheft refpeft, and who fat upon that trial, that 
it was not infmuated from the Bar, much lefs adjudged by the 
Court, that the evidence had any bearing upon the firft branch 
of Treafon. I know that I may fafely appeal to Mr. Jufticc 
BuUer for the truth of this affertion ; and nothing furely in Ae 
paflagc from my addrefs to the Jury, has the remoteft allufion 
to affimilate a confpiracy againft the King's Government, (col- 
kteral to his perfon) with a Treafon againft his life. My words 
were " To compafs^ or imagine the death of the Kingi fuch 
*5 imagination, or purpofe of the mind, vifible only to its great 
^ author, being manifefted by fome open aft; an inftitution ob- 
'.* vioufly dire£ted, not only to the fecurity of his natural per- 
^ fon, but to the ftability 9f the Government j the life of th^ 

« Prince 



( 221 ) 

^ Prince being fo iaterwovcn with the Conftitution of the Statej, 
*' that an attempt to dcftroy the one, is juftly held to be a re- 
*' bellious coiifpiracy againft the other," 

What is this but to fay that die King's facred life is guarded 
by higher fanftlons than the ordinary laws, becaufe of its more 
infeparable -connexion with the public fecurity, and that an at- 
tempt to deftroy it is therefore made Trcafon againft the State. 
But the Attorney General is, I am fure, too correct in his logic 
to fay, that the converfe of the propofition is therefore main- 
tained, and that an attack, upon the King's authority, without 
defign upon his perfon, is affirmed by the fame expreffion to he 
Xreafon againft his life. His correct and enlarged mind is in- 
capable of fuch corifufion of ideas. 

But it is time to quit what fell from me upon this occafion, 
in order to examine the judgment of the Court, and to cloatk 
myfclf with the authority of that great and venerable magiftratc^ 
whofe memory will always be dear to me, not only from the 
great fervlces he rendered to his country in the adminiftratiaa 
of her juftice, but on account of the perfonal regard and reve- 
rence I had for him when living|^ 

Lord Mansfieldi in delivering the law to the Jury upon Lord 
George Gordon's trial, (I appeal to the trial itfelf, an4 to Mr. 
Jufticc Buller, now prefent, who agreed ip the judgment) ^- 
prcfsly diftinguiflied between the fafety provided for the King's 
natural perfoHy by tb^ firft branch of the ftatute, and the fecuritjr 
of his executivepowcr under the fecond. That great Judge ne- 
ver had an idea that the natural perfon of the King, and the 
Majejiy of the King were the iimc thing, n4?r that the Treaiibns 
againft them were fynonimous: he knew, on the contrary, for he 
knew all that viras to be known, that as fubjiantlve crimes thej 
iievcjr had b.een blended. I will regd his own w6rds: — "There 
^ are two .-kinds of levying war: — one againft the perfpn oi the 
^ Kings to imprifon, to dethrone, or to kill him; or to make 
*' him change meafures, or remove counsellors : — the other, whicli 
^ \b faid to be levied againft the Majefty of the King, or, in 
*' other words, againft him in his regal capacity j as when a 
^ a»4ti.tudc riieand ^c^ble to attain by force and violence anj 
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itpon his Intention alone, he cxprcfsly left the whole matter to th€ 
Jury, with the following directions, which I fliall read verbatim 
from the trial. " Having prcmifwd thcfc fcvcral propofitions and 
" principles, the fubjcct matter for your confideration naturally 
" refolves itfclf into two points. 

" Firft, Whether this multitude did aftemble and cornmit acts 
" ofvicknce, with intent to terrify and compel the Lcgidature to 
" repeal the act called Sir George Savile's — If upon this point 
^ your opinion (hould be in the negative, that makes an end of 
" the whole, and the Prifoner ought to be acquitted; but if your 
*' opinion fhould be, that the intent of this multitude^ and the 
^ violence they committed, was to force a repeal, there arifes a 
*^ fecond point — 

" Whether the Prifoner at the Bar incited, encouraged, pro- 
** moted, or affifted in raifing this infurrection, and the tSerror 
*' they carried with them, with the intent of forcing a rc- 
** peal of this law* 

*' Upon thefe two points, which you will call your attention to, 
** depends the fate of this trial; for if either the multitude had m 
*' fiich Intent^ or fuppofmg they had^ if the Prifoner was no caufsy 
*» tiiJ not Qxckcy and took no part in conducting, counfclling, or 
<* fomenting the infurrection, the prifuncr ought to be acquitted; 
** and there is no pretence that he pcrioiuilly concurred in any act 
^ of violence/' 

I therefore confider th^^ cafe of Lord George Gofdon, as a 
direct authority in my favour. 

To fliew that a confpiracy to dcpofe the King, independently of 
ulterior intention againft his life, is High IVcalbn within the fta- 
tutc, the Attorney General next fuppofes that Traitors had con- 
spired to dcpofe King William, but iHll to preferve him as Stadt- 
holder in Holland, and afks whether that confpiracy would not 
be a compaffing his death : to that qucftion I anfwer that it would 
not hav'jbeen a compafTmg tlie death of King William, provided 
the confpirators could have convinced the Jury that their firm and 
tona iide intention was to proceed no further, ajid that under that 
belief and impreffion, the Jury (as they lawfully might) had ne- 
gatived by their finding the faA of the intention againit the King's 
2 natural 
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Aatural exiftence, I have no doubt at all that lipon fuch i findings 
no judgment of Treafon could be pronounced: but the difficulty 
would be to meet with a Jury, who upon the bare evidence of 
fuch a confpiraciyj would find fuch a verdift. There might be 
poffiblecircumftancesto juftify fuch a negative of the intention^ 
but they muft come from the Prifoner. In fuch a cafe the Crown 
would reft upon the confpirady to depofcj which would be prima 
fecie, and cogent evidence of the compaffing, and leave the hard 
taik of rebutting it, on the Defendants : — I fay the hard tafk, be- 
caufe the cafe put is of a dire<3: rebellious force, stftingagainft the 
King ; not only abrogating hi§ authority, but imprifoning and 
expelling his perfon from the kingdom, I am not feeking to 
abufe the reafons and confcicnces of Juries, in the examination of 
fadts, but am only refifting the confounding them with arbitrary 
propofitions of law. 

Gendemeuj I hope I have liow a right td confider that the ex-» 
iftence of the High Treafon, Charged againft the unfortunate 
man before you, is a matter of faft for your confideration upon 
the evidence. To eftablifli this pdint, has been the fcOpe of all 
tliat you have been liftening to, with fo niuch indulgence and pa- 
tience. It was my intention to have further fupported myfelf, by 
a great many authorities, which I have been laborioufly extra£ting 
from the different books of the law; but I find I muft paufe here^ 
left I donfiyne my ftrength in this preliminary part df the cafe> 
and leave the reft defeftive* 

Gendemen, die perfons named in the iiidiament, are charged 
with a Confpiracy to fubvert the rule, order, and government of 
this country j and it Is material that you fhould obferve moft par- 
ticularly the means by which it alleges this purpofe was to be ac-« 
complifheA The charge *is not of a confpiracy to hold the Con- 
vention in Scotland, which was a£hxally held there; nor of the 
part they took in its a£tual proceedings; but the overt aft, to 
"Which all the others are fubfidiary and fubordmate, is a fuppofed 
confpiracy to hold a Convention in England^ which never in faft 
Was held; and confequently, all the vaft load of matter which it 
has been decided you ftiould hear, that does not immediately con- 
jie£t itfelf with the charge in queftion^ isgnly laid before you (as 
' Vol, III. Q, ^5» 
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die Cottrt has repeatecUy exprefs'd it) to prove diat in iK>mt of bJ3t 
(iich proceedings were had, the quality of which is for your judg" 
ment; and as far, and as far only^ as they can be connected with 
the Prifoner, and the adt which he ftands charged widv to be left 
to you, as evidence of the intention with which the holding of th( 
fecond Convention was projeded^ 

This intention is therefore the whole caufe — ^for diediarge 
is not the agreement to hold a Convention, which it is notorious, 
i^lf-evident, and even admitted that they intended to hold y but the 
agreement to hold it for the purpofe alleged, of aflfunung all the 
authority of the ftate, and in fuUilment of the main intention 
againft thelifeof the King. Unlefe therefore, you can colled 
this double intention from the evidence before youy the indi<^eiit 
is not maintained* 

Gentlemen, the charge being of a confpkacy, which if maite 
. QUtinpoint of fadi;, involved beyond all controverfy, and within 
the certain knowledge of the confpirators, tiie lives of every foul 
that was engaged in it; the firft obfervatioh which I ihall'make 
to you (becaufe in reafon it ought to precede all others) is, that 
every a£l: done by the Prifoners,. and every fentence written by 
them, in the remoteft degree eonneded with the charge, or offered 
lA evidence to fupport it, were (tone and written in the public bcc 
of the world : the tran(a£tioas which conilitute the whole body of 
the proof, were not thofe of a day> but in regular feries for two 
years together ; they were not the peculiar tranfadioiv of the Pri- 
foners, but of immenfe bodies of the King's fubjcds, in various 
ports of the kingdom, afiembled without the finalleft referve; and 
giving to the public, thro' the channel of the dailj^ new^)apers, a 
minute and regular journal of their whole proceedings. Not a 
fyllable have we heard read, in the week's imprifonment we have 
fuiFered, that we had not all of us read for months and months be-^ 
fore the profecution was heard of; and whicb> if we ace not fuffi- 
ciently fatiated, we may read again upon the file of every coffee- 
houfe in the kingdom. 

Gentlemen, my obfervation is, that it is admitted diftindUy by 
the Crown, that a reform in the Houfe of Commons, is the often- 
iible purpofe of all the proceedings laid before you| and that the 
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attainment of that obje<3: only, is the grammatical fenfe of thf 
great body of die written evidence. It refts therefore with the 
Crown, to (hew by legal proof that this ostensible pur- 
pofe, and the whole mafs of correfpondenCe upon the table, wat 
only a cloak to conceal a hidden machination, to fubvert by force 
the entire authorities of the kingdom, and toafTume them to diem^ 
felves. 

Whether areform of Parliament be a wife or an unwife expe* 
client; whether if it were accompliflied^ it would ultimately be 
attended with benefits, or dangers to the country, I will not un- 
dertake to inveftigate, and for this plain reafon; becaufe it is 
wholly foreign to the fubject before us. • But when we are trying 
the integrity of men's intentions, and are examining whether 
their complaints of defects in the reprefentation of the Houfe of 
Commons, be bona fide, or only a mere ftalking horfe for Trea- 
ion and rebellion, it becomes a moft efiential inquiry, whether 
they be the firft who have uttered thefe complaints ; whether they 
have taken up notions for the firft time, which never occurred to 
others ; and whether in feeking to interfere practically in an altera- 
tion of the Conftitution, they have manifefted by the novelty of 
Aeir conduft, a fpirit inconfiftent with affeftion for the Govern* 
ment, and fubverfive of its authority. Gentlemen, I confe& for 
one (for I tiiink the fafeft way of defending a perfon for his 
life before an enlightened tribunal, is to defend him ingenuoufly) 
I confefs for one, that if the defedb in the conftitution of Par* 
liament, which are die fubjeft of the writings, and the faun* 
dadon of all the proceedings before you, had never occurred t9 
other perfons at odier times^ or, if not new> diey had only ex« 
ifted in the hiftory of former confpiracies, I ihould be afraid 
you would fufpeft, at leaft, that the audiors of them were plot- 
ters of mifchief. In fudi a cafe I fhould naturally exped that 
you would a(k yourfelves this queftion. Why fhould it occur tp 
die prifoner at the bar, and to a few others in the year 1794, im- 
mediately after an important revolution in another country, to 
find fault, on a fudden, with a Conftitution which had endured 
ibr ages, without die imputation of defed, and which no good 
fiibjeft ever thougjht of touching wsdi the bufy hand of refor* 



mation? 1 candidly admit that fuch a queftion would occur td 
the mind of every reafonable man, and could admit no fkvourable 
anfwer: But furely this admiflion entitles me, on- the other 
hand, to the conceflion, that if— in comparing their writings^ 
and examining their condu6t with the writings and coAduA of 
the beft and maft unfufpefted perfons in the beft and moft un- 
fufpefted times — ^we find them treading in the paths which hav« 
diftinguiflied their higheft fuperiors ; if we find them only ex- 
pofing the fame defects, and purfuing the fame or fimilar courfes 
for their removal, — it would be the height of wickednefs and 
injuftice to torture expreffionsf, and pervert condud, into Trea- 
fon and Rebellion, which had recently lifted up others to the 
love of the nation, to the confidence of the Sovereign, and to 
all the honours of the State. The natural juftice of this rcafon- 
ing is fo obvious, that we have only to examine the fa6l i and, 
tonfidering under what aufpices die prifoners are brought before 
you, it may be fit that I fhould fet out with reminding you diat 
the great Earl of Chatham began and puriked the Fame and 
Glory of his life upon the very caufe which my unfortunate 
clients were engaged in, and that he left it as an inheritance to 
the prefent Minifter of the Crown, as the foundation of hif 
Fame and Glory after him; and his Fame and Glory were 
accordingly raifed upon it ; and if the Crown's evidence had 
been carried as fzv back as it might have been, (for the inftitu- 
tion of only one of the two London Societies is before us) you 
would have found that the Conftitutional Socie^ owed its earlieft/ 
credit with the country, if not its very birth, to the labour of 
the prefent Minifter, and its profefled principles to his Grace 
the Duke of Richmond, high alfo in his Majeft/s prefent 
Councils, whofe plan of reform has been clearly eftablifhed hj 
the whole body of the written evidence, and by every witnds 
examined for the Crown, to have been the type and model of 
all the Societies in the fuppofcd confpiracy, and uniformly a£bd 
upon in form and in fubftance by the prifoncr before youy up t9 
the very period of his confinement. 

Gentlemen, the Duke of Richmond*$ plan t«ras univerlal fufr 
frage and annual Farliamentss and urged tqp mth a boldneft 
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-which, when the comparlfon comes to be made, will leave in 
the back ground the ftrongeft figures in the writings on the ta- 
i>lc. I do not fay this farcaftically ; I mean to fpeak with the 
greateft rcfpe<Sl of his Grace, both with regard to the wifdom 
^nd integrity of his cohdu<ft ; for although I have always thought 
in politics with the illuttrious perfon whofe letter was read to 
you ; although I think wkh Mr* Fox that annual Parliaments 
and univerfal fufFrage would be nothiiig like an improvement in 
the Conftittttion'; yet, I confefs, that I find it eafier to fay (b ^^ 
than to anfwer the Duke of Richmond's arguments on the fob- ' 
jca ; and I muft fay befides, fpeaking of his Grace from a long 
pcrfonal knowledge, which begun when I was Counfel for his 
relation Lord Keppel, that, independently of his ilkiftrious rank, 
which fecures him againft the imputation of trifling with its «x- 
iftence, he is a perfon of an enlarged imderftanding, of exten- 
flve reading, and of much refle£lton ; and that his book cannot 
therefore be confidcred as the effiufion of ni(hne& zni folly, but 
as the well weighed, though perhaps erroneous, conclufions 
drawn from the adlual condition of our affairs, viz, that without 
a fpeedy and efTential reform in Parliament, (and there my opi- 
nion goes along with him) the very being of die country, as a 
great nation, would be loft. This plan of the Duke of Rich- 
mond was the grand main fpring of every proceeding we 
have to deal with; you have had a great number of loofe 
converfations reported from Societies, on which no reliance 
can be had j fometimes they have been garbled by fpies, and 
Sometimes mifreprefented by ignorance ; and even, if corred, 
have frequently been the extravagances of unknown indivi- 
duals, not even uttered in the prefence of the prifoner, and to- 
tally unconne&ed with any defign : for whenever their proceed- 
ings are appefaled to, and their real objeA examined, by living 
Members of them, brought before you by the Crown, to teftify them 
under the moft folemn obligations of truth, they appear to have 
been following, in form and in Jubjlancey the plans adopted 
vdthin our memories, not only by the Duke of Richmond, but 
liy hundreds of the moft eminent men in the kingdom. The 
D4^e of Richmond formerly publiihed his phm of reform in the 
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year 1780, in a letter to Lieutenant Colonel Shannan, whovm 
at diat time praSically employed upon the fame obje£l in Ire* 
land ; and this is a moft material part of the cafe ; becaufe you are 
defired to believe that the terms Convention, and Dele^ 
GATES, and the holding the one, and fending the other, were 
all coUefted from what had recently happened in France, an} 
were meant as the formal introduftion of her republican Cpnfii- 
tution : but they who defire you to believe all this, do not believe 
it themfelves 5 becaufe they know certainly, and it has indeed 
^ready been proved by their own witneffes, that Conventions of 
Reformers were held in Ireland, and Delegates regularly fent to 
them, whilft France was under tl>e dominion of her ancient 
Government. They knew jFull well that Colonel Sharman, tq 
whom the Duke's letter viras addreffed, was at that very moment ' 
Xupporting a Convention in Ireland, at the head of ten thoufimd 
jmen in arms, for the defence of their country, without any coni^ 
Haiffion from the King, any more than poor Franklow had, ivbo 
is now in Newgate, for regimenting fixty, 

Thefe Volunteers aflerted and faved the liberties of Irela«l^ 
4nd the King would, at this day, have had no more fubjefls ii| 
Ireland than he now has in America, if they had been treated as 
traitors to the Government. It was never imputed to Colonel 
Sharman and the volunteers that they were in rebellion ; yet Aey 
•had arms in their hands, which the prifoners never dreamed of 
having ; whilft a grand general Convention was a£hially fitring 
"under their aufpiceis at the Royal Exchange of Dublin, attended bj 
regular Delegates from all the counties in Ireland ; and who 
were thefe Delegates ? I will prefently tear off their names 
from this paper, an^ hand it to you. They were the greatefl^ 
the beft, and proudeft names in Ireland; men who had the 
>^/: wifdom to re(le<a before it was too late for refiefUon; that 
greatnefs is not to be fupported by tilting it at inferiors, till by the 
reparation of the higher from the lower orders of mankind, every 
|liftin£Hon js f^ept away in die tempeft of revolution ; but in thq 
iiappy harmonization of the whole commmunity j by conferring 
upon the peojde their, rights ; fure of receiving the aufpidoui 
fctum of affcftion, and of iirfuring die ftaWltty of iho 
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Cjevernment^ whidi >s ere^d upon diat juft and natural 
bafis. 

Gentlemen, they who put this tortured conftru<£lion on Con- 
ventions and Delegates, know alfo that repeated meetings of re- 
forming Societiesi^ both in England and Scotland, had afiumed 
idK>ut the fame time the ftile oi Conventions, and had been at- 
tended by regular Delegates long before the phrafe had, or could 
have, ^y exiftencc in France ; and that upon the very model of 
^fe former aflbciadons, a formal Convention was a£hiaUy fitting 
M Edinburgh, with the Lord Chief Baron of Scodand in the 
chair, for promoting a reform in Parliament^ at the very mo- 
ment die ScQiCch Convention, foUowinj^ its example^ ajOTvuned that 
tide. 

To return to diis letter of die Duke of Bidbmond, U was 
-written to Colonel Shamum, m anfwer to a letter to his Grace, 
deliring to know his pjbm of reform, which he accordingly com- 
municatttd by jtfae letter which is yn evidence ( and which plan 
tvas, neidier more nor leis, Jthap that adopted by the prifoaers, 
^ furrounding Parliament, (unwilling to reform its own corrupt 
^ns) fiiGT by armed men, or by impprtunai^ multitudes, but 
'by the ftill lujd ui^verial voice of a wfao}e people claiming their 
-known and unalienable rights. This is fo predfely the plan of 
■iht Duke isf RichnxMid, dut I hare almpft borrowed tus exprei^ 
ftonSf His Grape fays^ ^ Th^ lefler reform has becQ attempt- 
-^ ed with every poffible advantage ^i its £iyour ; not only from 
^ the eealous fupport of ^the advocates for a more efie£tual erne, 
^ but from die affiftftnre of men of great weight, bpdi in and 
<^ out of powerp But with all thefe temperaments aqd helps it 
^ has £u}e(^ Not one profeiyte has been 'gained from corrup- 
^ tion, nor has die leaft ray of hope been held out boat any 
^ quar|sr, that the-Houfe oif Conunons was Inclined to adopt 
•^ any other mode of refomif The weight pf cornipdon has 
-^ cruibed this more gei|tle^ as it would haye defealied any more 
^ efficacious plan in the ^e circiimftances. From that quar-p 
.4< ter, dierefore, I have nothjng p> hope^ It is from THfi 

^.PEOPLE AT LARGE THAT I EXPECT ANT GOOD. And f 

4( pi oQpyiycd^ duttbeonly wny fp npitt dioKibdi dat.diey 
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^ arc really concerned in the bufinefs, is to contend for dieir/aiH 
^ char^ and indifputable rights of unherfal reprefentatim^ 
Now how does this dcxStrine apply to the defence of the pri- 
foner f I maintain that it has the moft decifive application ; 
becaufe this book has been put into the hands of the Crown 
witnefles, who have one and all (rf them recognized it, and de?- 
dared it to have been, bona fide, the plan which diey purfued. 
But are the Crown's witneffes worthy of credit ? If they 
are not, let us return home fince there is no evidence at aU, and 
the caufe is over. 
\4: All the guilt, if any there be, proceeds from dicir teftimofiy; 
if they are not to be believed, they have proved nothing ; fince 
the Crown cannot force upon you that part of the evidence 
^ ^ y which fuits its purpofe, and afk you to r^jeA die other which 
does not. The witnefles are either entirely credible, or und»* 
ferving of all credit, and I have no intereft in the akemadve. 
Thi3 is prdcifely the ftate of the caufe. For, widi r^ard to 
oil the evidence that is written, let it never be forgotten» tfiat it 
is not upon me to defend my clients againft it, but for tbe 
Crown to extrafl: from it the materials of accufation. They do 
not contend that the Treafon is upon the furface of it^ but in 
the latent intention; which intention mufl, therefore, be fup- 
ported by €xtrinfic proof; but which is neverthelefs dire&Iy ne- 
gatived, and beat down by every witnefs they have caUed, leav^ 
ing them nothing but commentaries and criticiihis againft both 
id& and language, to which, for the prefent, I ihall content my- 
felf vdth replying in the authoritative lai)guage of the Court, in 
the earliefl flage of their proceedings. 

^ If there be ground to confider the profeflfed piirpofe pf any 
f' of thefe aflbciations, a reform in f arliatrvnt^ as niere co- 
»* lout, and as a pretext held out in order to cover deeper de^ 
y- figns— Defigns againfl the whole Conflitution and Govern^ 
^' ment of the country ; the cafe of thofe embarked in fiich dec* 
*' figns is that which I have already confidered. Whether this 
f* be fo, or not, is mere matter of b& \ as to which I ibaH 
^ only remind you, that an' enquiry into a charge of this mN 
^ turep ^cb und^rttJLe^ t» oifke out that tl)e oftenfible puis 
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'^ pofe is a mere veil, under which is concealed a traitorous 
^ confpiracy, requires cool and deliberate examination, and die 
^^ moft attentive coniideration , and that the refult fhould be per«« 
** fe6Hy clear and fatisfaftory. In the affairs of common life^ 
^^ no man is juftified in imputing to another a meaning con- 
<^ trary to what he himfelf expreiTes^ but upon the fulleft evi- 
« dence." 

To this (though it requires nothing to fupport it, either in 
reafon or authority) I defire to add the dire<^on of Lord Chiof 
Juftice Holt to the Jury, on the trial of Sir John Perkyns. 

^^ Gentlemen, it is not fit that there fhould be any ftrained or 
^^ forced conftrudion put upon a man's aiSiions when he is tried 
^ for his life. You ought to have a full and fatisfaSiory evidence 
^ that he is guilty, before you pronounce him fo.'^ 

Gentlemen, in this affimilation of the writings of die Societies 
to the writings of die Duke of Richmond and odiers, I do not 
forget that it has b^ truly iaid by the Lord Chief Juftice^ in 
die coui:fe q{ this very cau^ie, that ten or twenty men^s ccHumitting 
crimes, furnifhes no defence for odier men in committing diem. 
Certainly it does not ; and I fly to no fuch fanSuary ; but in 
tr3ring the prifoner's intemions, and the intentions of tbofe with 
whom he aflbdated and a£ted, if I can fliew diem to be only 
infifting upon the iame principles that have difiinguiihed the moft 
eminent men for wifdom and virtue in the country, it will not be 
very eafy to declaim or argue them into the pains of deadi, whilfl: 
our bofoms are glowing with admiration at (he work^ of thofe 
very perlbns \yho would condenm them, 

Gentlemen, it has been too much the fafliion of late, to over- 
look the genuine fource of all human authority, but more efpe- 
cially totally to forget the charader of the Britifh Houfe of 
Commons as a rcprefentative of the people; whether this has 
arifen from that Affembly's having itfelf forgotten it, would be 
indecent for me to enquire into or to infinuate; but I fhall 
pre&ce the authorities which I mean to colle£): in fupport of the 
prifoner, with the opinion on that fubje£t of a truly celebrated 
writer, whom I wifh to fpeak of with great refpe<Si: : I fhould, 
indeed, be ail^iQcdi pifti9Mlar^. at this ngmep^ to name hin^ 
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invidioufly, whilft he is bending beneath the preflure of I 
•icbmeftic misfortune, which no man out of his own family laineii(9 
4nore fincerely than I do, — ^No difierence of opinion can ever 
snake me.|brget to acknowledge the fublimity of his genius, dr 
vaft reach of his underftanding, and his univerfal acquaintance 
^th the hifbories and conftitutions of nations i I aifo ilifavow thp 
introduction of the writings, with the view of involving the 
author in any apparent inconfiftencjies, which would tend, indeedi 
to defeat rather than^ to advance my purpofe, I ftsmd here to- 
>j^ clay to claim at your hands, a fair and charitable interpretatioa of < 
iiuman ^nd|i<3^ and I fhall not fet out with giving an ejrample 
iof uncharitableneis. A man may have reafon to change hk 
jopinions, or perhaps the dckSt may be in myfelf, who coUeft 
that they are changed ; I leave it to God to judge of the heart— 
' my wiih is, that Chriftian charity may prevail^ that tbe puUic 
iharmony, which has been loft, rn^y be reftooed; that all Eng^aad 
inay re-unite in the bonds of |oye and afiedion, and that wlieq 
jdie Court is broken up by. the acquittal of the prifimers, aU 
Jieart-bumings and animpfities may ceafe; thai; vrtilSt yet we 
. work in the light, we may try how we can iav^ our country bjr 
a common eiFort; and that inftead of fbamekfsly ietting one half 
of fociety againft the other, by the force of armed allbciations, and 
^he terrors of Courts of Juftice, our fpirits and our ftrengdis may 
be combined in the glorious caufe of our country. By this> I do 
not mean in the caufe of the prefent war, \diich I pcoteft againft 
as unjuft, calamitous, and deftru£tive ; but this is not the place 
for fuch a fubjed^ which I only inproduced tQ prevent mifiakc 
or mifrcprefentation* 

The hiftory andcharacSer pf the Englifh Houfe of Commons, was 
formerly thus defcribed by Mr. Burke : " The Houfe of Conunoos 
'^ was fuppofed originally to be n'o part of thejlanding government 
*' of this country y but was cpnfidered as a controul iiTuing imnu* 
^ diately from the people, and fpeedily to be rcfolvcd into the 
f ' mafs from whence it arofe : In this refpeft it was in the higher 
" part of Government what Juries are in the lower. The ca- 
« pacity of a Magiftrate being tranfitory, and diat of a Citizen 
^^ permanent, the .^qsr capacity^ it ^ifas hoped» would of couiie 

5 '* prepon^fcrat^ 
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^ preponderate in all difcuffions, not only between fte pec^le 
*' and the ftaiiding authority of the Crown, but between the 

* people and the fleeting authority of jthe Houfe of Commons 

* itfelf. It was hoped, that being of a middle nature, betweea 
** fubjeS and government, they woiild feel with a more tender 
f^ and a nearer inte'reft, every thing that concerned the people;^ 
^ than the other remoter and more permanent parts of legiflaturew 

^ Whatever alterations time, and the neceflaryaccommodadoa 
^ of bufinefs may have introduced, |this chapuf^er can never be 
'^ fuftained, unlefs the Houfe of Commons iliall be made to be^ 
^' fome ftamp of the adual difpofition of the people at large : It 
** would (among public misfortynes) be an eyil more natural 
f^ and tolerable, that the Houfe of Commons ibould be infeded 
.** with every epidemical phrenfy of the people, as this would 
** indicate fome confanguinity, fome fjrmpathy of nature with 
^ their conftituentSj than that they fhould, in all cafes, be wholljr 
^ untouched by the opinions and feelings of the people out of 
f^ doors. -By this want of fympathy, they would ceafe to be an 
^ Houfe of Commons. 

" The virtue, fpirit, and feflince of a Houfe of Commons, 
.** confifts in its being the exprefe image erf the feelings of the 
f* nation. It was not inftit.uted to be a controul upcn the people 
^ as of late it has been taught, by a doiftrine of the moft per- 
P nicious tendency, but as a controul y^r the people.** 

He then goes oh to fay^ that to give a technical fliape, a colour, 
^rcfs, and duration to popular opinion, is the true office of a 
Houfe of Commons. Mr. Burke is unqueftionably corre£l ; die 
controul UPON the people is the King's Majefty, and the here- 
ditary privileges of the Peers 5 and th6 balaftce of the ftate, is the 
controul for the people upon both, in the exiftence of the Houfe 
of Commons j but how can that controul exift for the people 
junlefs they have the aftual election of the Houfe of Coounons, 
which, it is moft notorious, they have not.-r-I hpld in my hand, 
a ftate of the reprefentation, which, if the thing were not odier- 
'wife notorious, I would prove to have been lately offered in proof 
io the Houfe of Commons, by an honourable friend of mine now 
mt^kj^y whofe motion I bad the honour to fecond, where it 
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appeared that 12,000 people return near a majority of the Hbufe 
4of Commons, and thofe again, under the controul of about 200. 
But though thefe fadts were admitted^ all redrefs, and even dif- 
cuffion, was refufed. What ought to be faid of a Houfe of 
Commons that fo conducts itfelf, k is not for me to pronounce; 
I will appeal, therefore, to Mr. Burke, who fays, ^ That 2 
<• Houfe of Commons, which in all difputes between the peopb 
** and adminiftration prefumes againft the people, which puniflics 
•* their difopdcrs, butrefufes even to enquire intothcir provocationSi 
** is an unnatural, monftrous ftate of things in the Conftitution.^ 

But this is nothings be goes on afterwards to give a more 
full defcription of Parliament, and in ftronger language (let tjc 
Solicitor General take it down for his reply) than any that has 
been employed by thofe who are to be tried at prefent as con* 
fpirators againft its exiftence. I read the paflage to warn you 
againft confuJering hard words againft the Houfe of Commons 
OS decisive evidence of Treafon againft the King. The paflage 
is in a well known work, called, Thoughts on the Cavfes of 
tiie PRESENT Difcontents; and fuch difeontents will always be 
PRESENT whilft their caufes continue. The word present wlD 
apply juft as well nowj and much better than to the times when 
the Honourable Gentleman wrote his book ; for we are now in 
the heart and bowels of another war, and groaning under iB 
additional burthens. I fhall therefore leave it to the learned 
Gentlemar^ who is to reply, to fhew us what has happened 
fince our author wrote, which renders the Parliament lefs liable 
10 the fame obfervations now. 

" It muft be always the wifli of an unconftitutional Statefc 
^* man, that an Houfe of Commons, who are entirely depend- 
** ent upon him, fhould have every right of the people entirely 
*•* dependent upon their pleafurc. For it was foon difcovered 
** that the forms of a free, and the ends of an arbitrary Go- 
'* verntnent, Were things not altogether incompatible, 

** The power of the Crown almoft dead and rotten as Prero- 
** gative, has grown up ajicw, with much more ftrength and 
#* ferlefs odium, under the name of influence. An influence 
^ which operated without noife and violence i which converte;^ 
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^ the very arrtagonift into the inftrument of pofwer ; which cot^ 
•' tained in itfclf a perpetual principle of gi^owth and renova^ 
^ tion ; and which the diftrefles and the profperity of the coun* 
*' try equally tended to aHgment, was an admirable fubftitute 
^ for a Prerogative, that being only the offspring of antiquatei 
** prejudices, had moulded in its original ftamina irfefiftiWe prin- 
*' ciples of decay and diflblution." 

What is is this but faying that the Houfe of Commons is a 
fettled and fcandalous abife fattened upoj$ the people, inftead of 
being an antagonift power for their protedlioft j an odious in- 
ftrument of power in the hands of the Crown, inftead of a 
popular balance againji it. Did Mr, Burke mean that the pre- 
rogative of the Crown, properly underftxx)d and exercifed, wis 
an antiquated prejudice f Certainly not; bccaufe his attach- 
ment to a properly balanced Monarchy is notorious : why thea 
is it to be faftened upon the prilbners that they ftigmatiase Mo- 
narchy, when they alfo exclaim only againji its corrupt ims ? 
In the fame manner, when he (peaks of the abufes of ParUa- 
ment, would it be fair to Mr. Burke to argue, from the ttriSk 
legal meaaing of the expreflion, that he included) in the ceoiurc 
©n Parliamenty the King*s perfon, or Majefly, which is part of 
the Parliament ? In examining the work of an author you nuift 
colleft the fenfe of his expreflions from the fubjeft he is difcuf- 
fing i and if he is writing of the Houfe of Commons as it a£- 
fcifts the ftrufture and efficacy of the Government, you ought 
to underftand the word Parliament fo as to meet the fenfe sjii 
obvious meaning of the writen Why then is this common 
juftice refufed to others ? Why is the word Parli^menit to be :>^ 
taken in its ftrideft and kaA obvious fenfe againft a poor (hoe-* 
maker, or any plain tradefman at a Sheffield dub, while it is in^ 
terpreted in its popular, though lefs corro£t acceptation, in the 
works of the moft diftinguiOied fcholar of the age ? Add tm 
this, that the cafes are not all fimilar : for Mr. Burke uks the 
word Parliament throughmt^ when be is fpeaking of the Houfe 
61 Commons ; without any concomitant words which coavef 
an explanation, but the fenfe of his fubjed ; whereas Parliaxx>en( 
«s feftened upon the prifoner as meaning iomelhing beyond die 
2^ Ud^& 
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Houfe of Coitrrficftis, when it can haVe no poflifele nieamng te* 
yond it ;, fmce from the bfeginning ta die end it is joined wiA 
the words reprefentation of the pe&ple : the reprefentatioh of the 
people in Parliament ! Does not this moft palpably mean die 
Houfe of Commons, when we know that the people have no re^ 
prefentation in either of the odier branched of the Govern^ 
ment? 

A letter has bcert read in evidence fron> Mn* Hardy to Mr. 
FoXy where he fays their objeft wrs univerfel reprefentation. 
Did Mr. Fox flippofe> when he received this letter^ that it was 
from a neft of republicans, clamoring publicly for an univeriat 
leprcfentative Conftitution like that of France? If he hady 
would he have fent the anfwer he didy and agreed to prefent their 
petitioii ? They wrote alfo to the Society of the Friends of 
the People, and invited them to fend Delegates to the Conven- 
tion : — ^The Attorney General, who has made honourable and 
candid mention of that body, wiU not fuppofe that it would have 
contented itfelf wttii refiirfing the invitation in terms of cor-' 
diality and regard, ii^ with all the knowledge they had of thdr 
tranfaflions, they had conceived themfelves to have been invited 
to the fonnation of a body, which was to over-rule and extin- 
guifli all the authorities of the State : yet upon the perverfion of 
thefe two terms. Parliament and Convention,, againft their rxk* 
tural interpretation, againft a fimilar ufe of them by others, and 
againft the folemn explanation of them by the Crown's owft 
witncfles, this whole fabric of terror and accufation ftands for iti 
fupport : letters, it feems, written to other people are to be 
better underftood by the Gentlemen round this tablcy who never 
law them till months after they were written, than by tfaofe to 
whom they were addreffed and fent ; and no right interpretation 
is to be expeiied from writings when purfued in their regular 
fcries, but they are to be made diftincl by binding Aem up ia 
a large volume, along fide of others totally unconnefted wth 
them, and the very exiftence of whofe authors were unknown to 
one another. 

I will now. Gentlemen, refume the reading of another part 
of Mr. Burke, and a pretty account it is of this fame Parliir 
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( m) 

Inent " They who will not conform their conduflt to the pub^ 

* lie good, and cannot fupportit by the prerogative of the Crown^ 

. ^ have adopted a new plan. They have totally abandoned the- 

. ^ fliattercd and old-fafhioned fortrefs of prerogative, and made 

, ^ a lodgement in the ftrong-hold of Parliament itfelf. If they 

« have any evil defign to . which there is no ordinary legal 

^ power commenfurate, they bring it into Parliaments There 

*' the whdie is executed from the beginning to die end. And 

, ** the power of obt^ing their objeft abfolute j and the fafety in - 

: " the proceeding perfect ; no rules to confine, nor after reckonings 

^ ** to terrify. For Parliament cannot, with any great propriety, 

t ^ punifli others, for things in which they themfelves have been 

p; ^^ accomplices* Thus its controul upon the executory power is 

« loft.'* 

This is a proportion univerfal. It is not that the pc^ukr 
controul was loft under this or that Adminiftration, but, ge- 
nerally, that the people have no controul in the Houfe of 
Commons. Let any man ftand up and iay that he difl>elieve9 
this to be the cafe ; / believe he would find no body to believe 
bim. Mr. Burke purfues tlie fubjed thus ; ^ The diftempers 
* of Monarchy were the great fubjedb of apprehenfion and re- 
" drefs in the lajl century — in this the diftempers of Parliament." 
Here the word Parliament, and the abufes belonging to it, are 
put in cxprefs oppofition to the Monarchy, and cannot therefore 
comprehend it: the diftempers of Parliament then are obje£b o£ 
ierious apprehenfion and redrefs. What diftempers ? Not of 
this or that year, but the habitual diftempers of Parliament ; 
and then foUows the nature of the rem^y, which ihews diat 
the prifoners are not fingular in thinking that it is by the voic& 
• OF THE PEOPLE ONLY tliat Parliament can be correi^cd. ** It 
** is not in Parliament alone," fays Mr. Burke, " that the re- 
^ medy for Parliamentary diforders can be completed; and 
** hardly indeed can it begin tl\ere. Until a confidence in Go- 
.<* vernment is re-eftablifhed, the people ought to be excited to 
^ a more ftridl and detailed attention to the condu6l of their re-* 
^ prefentatives. Standards for judging more fyftematically upo9 
^ their condudl ought ta be iettled in the meetings ,of countiet 
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^ arid corporations, and frequent and corrcS lifts of the vdtetj 
' «« in all important queftions ought to be procured. By fiidi 
•* means fomething may be done.'* 

It was the fame (enfe of the impdflibility of a Reform in Par- 
liament, without a general e5q)reflion of the wifhes of the peopl^. 
that di£bted the Duke of Richmond's letter: All the petitions, 
in 1780 had been rejefted by Parliament; this made the Duke- 
of Richmond exclaim, that from that quarter no redrefs was td 
be expefted, and that from the people alone he expeScd any . 
good; and he^ therefore^ exprefsly invited them to claim and to 
aflert an equal reprefentation as their indubitable and unalieirable . 
birth-right :-^How to aflert their rights, when Parliament had 
already refufed them without even the hope, as the Duke ex- 
prefled it, of liftening to them any more ? Could the people's . 
rights, under fuch circumftances, be afi'erted without rebellion ? . 
Certainly they might : For rebellion i^, when bands of men widiiif « 
a ftate oppofe themfelves, by violence, to the general will, as ; 
cxprefled or implied by the public authority ; but the fenfe of a . 
whole peoptcy peaceably colleSed, and operating by its natiwal . 
and certain effedl upon the public councils, is not rebellion, but 
is paramount to, and the parent of authority itfelf. 

Gentlemen, I ani neither vindicating, nor fpeaking the lan- 
guage of inflammation or difcontent; I fhall fpeak nothing diat 
can difturb the order of the ftate ; I am full of devotion to its 
dignity and tranquillity, and lyould not for worlds let fall an 
cxpreffion in this or in any other place that could lead to 
fifturbance or diforder : But for that very reafon, I fpeak with 
firmnefs of the Rights of the People, and am anxious 
for the redrefs of their complaints ; becaufe I believe a fyftenf 
©f attention to them to be a far better fecurity and eftablifhmenf 
cf every part of the Government, than thofe that are employed 
to preferve them. The ftate and government of a country refts> 
for its fupport, on the great body of the people, and I hope 
never to hear it repeated, in any Court of Juftice, that peace-' 
ably to convene the people upon the fubjeft of their own pri* 
Vileges, can lead to the deftruftion of the King : — They arc 
^ King's worft enemies vrfio hold this language. It is a molf 
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lio^rolis prineipk tfiat the Crown is in jeopardy if the peop^e 
hte acquainted wiidi their rights ; and that the colle(3ing them 
together to confider of them^ leads inevitably to the deftrudion. 
of the Soverei|;n:-^Do thefe Gentlemen mean to (ay that the 
King fits upon hk throne without the content, and in defiance 
of the wiflies of the great body of hit people, and that he is 
kept upon it by a few individuals who call themfelves his friends, 
in exclufion of the reft of his fuhje£t$ ?-^Has the King's in* 
lieritancre no deeper or wider roots than diis? Ye^ Gentlemen, 
it has— It ftands upon the love of die people, who confider 
<heir own inheritance to be fupported by the King's conftitu* 
Clonal authority c This is the true prop of th^ throne ; and the 
love of every peofde upon earth will for ever uphold a Govern-^ 
anent founded (as ouis is) upon reafon and confent, as long 
BS Government (hall be itfelf attentive to the general in- 
tarefts which are the foundations and the ends of all human, Gc* 
Vernments. Let us banifli then thefe unworthy and impolitic 
Aars of an unreftrained and an enlightened people; — ^let us net 
tremble at the Rights of Man, but by giving to men their 
X^ghts, fecure their afieSions, and through their affections, their 
obedience;-- ^let us not broach the dangerous doctrine, that the 
S.ights of Kings and of Men are incompatible* Our Govern* 
Inent at the Revolution began upon theh: harmonious incor- 
|>orati0n; and Mr. Locke defended King William's title upon 
no other principle tli^i the Rights of Man. It is from, the 
severed work of Mr. Locke, and not from the Revolution in 
f nuice, that one of die papers in the evidence, the moft ftig* 
«xiatiied, moft obvioufly flowed; for it is proved that Mr. 
tYorke held in his hand Mr. Locke upon Government, when he 
/delivered his fpeech on the Caftle Hill at Sheffield, and that he 
jexpatiated largely upon it; — well, indeed, might the witnefe 
iay he expatiated largely, for there are many well frlected paf* 
jEnges taken verbatim from the book; and here in juftice to Mr, 
.White, let me notice the fair and honourable manner in which, 
in ibe abfentfte of the Clerk, he read this extryordinary per- 
/bnnance. He delivered it not merely with diftinctnefs:, but 
^^yot.lil R in 
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m a mtnncr (b impreffitey thaty I believe,- every mm in Gout 
was affected by it. 

Gcntlctncn, I am not drivei% te^defend ereryexpreflion j ham 

of them are improper undoubtedly^ rafh and mffammatory, 

I fee nothing in the whole taken together, eve* if j« werewn- 

nectcd with the Prifonefy that goes at all lx> an evB porpofe k 

the writer. But Mr, Attorney General has remarked upon Ab 

proceeding at Sheffickl,^ (and' whatever frlls from si perfon d 

his rank and jail: eftimadon^ deferves great attention) he to 

remarked that k is quite apparent they had relblved not t»p^ 

lition : — They had certainly refolvcd not at fhat fiafin to ped- 

tion, and that (cems the utmoft which can be maintained fton 

die e\'rdenre. But fappofing they had negatived, the flieafiue 

altogether; is there no^ way by vidiich the people may a6iivd]f 

aiTociate for the purpofes of a Reform in' Parliament^ but t» 

canftdcr of a petition to Ae Houfe of Conmionsf Might tky 

not legally aflemble to coi^der die ftate oC their libertksi iiki 

the conduct of their Reprefentatives ? Mi^t they nof legiBjr 

form Conventions or Meetings (for the name is juft nedring) 

to adjuft a plan of rational union for a wife choice of Repttfo* 

tatives when Parliament fhould be diflblved T— May not the 

■people meet to confidcr their interefts preparatory to, and indc- 

jpendently of, a petition for any fpecific object? — ^My friend 

fecRis to confider the Houfe ^ Commons as a fubftantive and 

permanent part of the Conftitution ; he feenas to forget that the 

Parliament dies a natural death ; that die people dien re-enter 

into their rights, and that the exercife of them is the moft im- 

^ portant duty that canbclor^ tofocial man : — How are fiidi duties 

to be excrcifed with effect, on momentous occafions, tat hy 

concert and communion ? — May not the people aflembled in 

their elective diftricts, refolve to truft no longer thofe by srfiem 

they have been betrajred ? May they not refolve to vote for i» 

man who contributed by his voice to this calamitous war> 

which has thrown fuch grievous and unneceflary burthens updR 

them? May they not fay, " We will not vote*fcr tiiofev*o 

** deny we are their conftituents j nor for thofe who queftion 
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^* our clear and natural right to be equally rcprefented."-.— Since 
it is illegal to carry up petitjons, and unwife to tranfact any 
public bufincfe attended by multitudes, becaufe it tends to tu- 
mult and diforder, may they not, for that very reafon, depute, 
as they have done, the moft trufty of their Societies to meet with 
jone another to coniider, without the fpecific object of petitions, 
how they may cbtm, by means which are conftitutional, their 
imprefcriptible rights ? And here I ynuft advert to an argument 
jttnployed by the Attorney General, That the views of the So- 
cieties towards univerfal fuffrage, carried in themfelves (how- 
.cver fought to be efFected) an implied force upon Parliament: 
J'or tliat fuppofing by invading it with the vaft preffure, not of , 
ithe public arm, but of the public fentimcnt of the nation, the 
influeiKe of which upon that aflembly is admitted ought to be 
,. weighty; it could have prevailed upon the Commons to carry up 
\j^ bill to the King for univerfal reprefcntation and annual Parlia- 
jnents, his. Majefty was bound to rejed it; and could not, 
. AVithout a breach of his coronation oath, confent to pafs it into 
-am act. I cannot conceive where my friend met with this law, 
JOT what he can poffibly mean by aflertirtg that the King cannot, 
cofififtently with his Coronation oath^ confent to any law that can 
Ik ftated or iniagined,. prefented to him as the act of the two 
floufcs of Parliament :-^H[e could not, indeed, confent to a bill 
knt up to him framed by a Convention of Delegates afTuming 
^giflative'functions ; and if my friend could have proved that the 
JSocieties, fitting 9S a Parliament, had fent up fuch a bill to his 
Mijefty, I Ihould have thought the Prifoner, as a member of 
fuch a Parliament, was at leaft in a different fituation from that 
in which he :fland3 at prefent: But as this is not one of the chi^* 
mera^ whofe exigence is contended for, I return back to aik 
upon what authority it is maintained that"" univerfal reprefentation 
and annual Parliaments could not be confented to by the King, 
in conformity to thq wiihes of the other branches of the I^gJ- 
Pature :— On the contrary, one of the greateft men that this country 
pver few, coiifidered univerfal reprefentation to be fuch an in- 
decent part of the Conftitution^as that the King himfelf might 
gfaist it by his prerogative, even without the Lords and Com- 
% R 2 mgiiv. 
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mons ; and I have never heard the pofition denied upon t^ 
other footing than the Union vi^ith Scotland. But be diat as k 
may, it is enough for my purpofe that the maxim that the Kiiig 
might grant univerfal reprefentation, as a right before inherott 
in the whole people to be reprefented, ftands upon the authority 
of Mr. Locke, the man, next to Sir liaac Newton, of dir 
greateft ftrength of underftanding which England, perhaps, ever 
had^ high too in the favour of King William, and enjoying onr 
ef the moft exalted offices in the ilate. Mr. Locke fays. Book 
2d. Ch. 13. Sect. r57 and 158.—^ Things of this world aic 
^ in fo conftant a flux, that nothing remains long in die fiunc 
^ ftate. Thus people, riches^ trade, power, change their fbu- 
^ tions, AourifliMig mighty cities come to ruin, and prove, if 
^ time, neglected defolate corners, whilft other unfrequented 
^ places grow into populous countries, filled with wealth anfl 
^ infaabkants. But things not always changing equally, and 
^ private ihtereft often keeping up cuflkMas and privileges, what 
^ the reafons of them are ceafed, it often comes to pafs, that in 
** governments, where part of the legiflative confifts of npn* 
*' fentatives chofen by the people, that in trad of time this ri- 
^ prefentation becomes very unequal and difproportionate to the 
^ reafons it was at firft eftablifhed upon.. To what grds abfur- 
^ dities the following of cuftom, when reafon has left it^ ouj 
'^ lead, we may be iatisHed, when we fee the bare name ol a 
^ town, of which there remains not fo much as the ruins, where 
^ fcarce fo much houfing as a fheep-cote, or more inhabitanCS 
<^ than a (hephcrd is to be found, fends a€ many reprefentaitvei 
'* to the grand aflembly of law-makers, as a whole county, nu- 
" merous in people, and powerful in riiches. This flrangeiv 
** ftand amazed at, and every one muft confefi needs a^nmedy." 
^ Salus pofuli fuprema lexy is certainly £e> juft and Amdamental 
** a rule, that he who fincerely follows it^ cannot dangeroufly 
^ err. If, therefore,, tlie executive, who has the power of con- 
<* voking the legiflative,. obferving rather the true proportioni 
" than fafliion of reprefentation^ regulates,, not by old cuftom, 
^ but true reafon, the number of' membefs in all places that have 
^ a right to be diftindly represented, which, no ^art ol thq 
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* people, however incorporated^ can pretend to, but in pro* 
^ portion to ibe affiihnce which it affords to the pvUicy it 

* cannot he judged to have fst up a new legiflative, but to have 

* reftored die <Ad and true one, and to have rectified the difor- 
^ den whidi fiicceilion of time had infenfiUy, as well as in* 

* evitabljr introduced ; for it being the intereft as well as in« 

* tention of the people to have a fair and equal repr^entative^ 

* whoever brings it neareft to that^ is an undoubted friend to^ 

* and eftablifher of the government, and cannot mife the con- 
" fcnt and approbation of the community^ prerogative being 

* nodiing but a power, in the hands of die Prince, to provide 

* for the public good, in fuch cafes, which depending upon 
^ tuifbrefeen and uncertain ocaurrences, certain and unalterable 

* kws could not fafely direct ; whadbever ihall be done mani* 

* kSlj for the good of the people, and the eftablifliing the go- 

* vcmment upon its true foundations is, and always will be,juil: 
^ prerogative. Whatfoever cannot but be acknowledged to be. 
^ of advantage to the fociety, and people in general, upon juft and 
^ hfting meafures, will always, when done, juftify itfclfi ^u^d 

* whenever the people ihall chufe their repr^entatives upon juft 
^ and undeniably equal meafures^ fuitable to the original frame of 
^ the government, it cannot be doubted to be the will and a^ of 

* die fociety, whoever permitted or caufed them fo to do/* 
Gendemen, As the very idea of umverial fuiFrage ieems nonT 

to be confidered not only to be dangerous to, but alfolutely de-^ 
ibiicdve of Monarchy, you certainly ought to be amiiided that 
the book wfaidi I have been reading, and which my friend kindl]^ 
gives me a note to remind you of, was written by its immortal 
audior in defence of King William's title to the Crown ; and 
when Dr. Sacheverel ventured to broach thefe doctrines of power. 
and non-reiiftance, which, imder the fame eftablifhments, have 
WW become fo unaccountably popular; he was impeached by 
dK people's reprefentadves for denying their rights which had 
Keen aflerted and eftablifhed at the glorious sera of the Revo«. 
hition. 

Gendemen, If I were to go through all the matter which I 
hftVe coUeded upon this fubje^, or wluch extrudes itfrff upon 
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my minJ, from common reading, in a dioufand directions, m^ 
ftrcngth would fail long before my duty was fulfilled ; I had rvrf 
little when I came into Cour^ and I have abundantly le6 al- 
ready; t muft, therefore, manage what remains to the befttd- 
vantage. I proceed, therefore, to take a view of iuch parts 0/ 
the evidence as appear to me to be the moft material fer th 
proper underftanding of the cafe; I have had no opportunity of 
coiifidering it but in the interval which the indulgence of tM 
Court, and your own, has afforded me, and that has been but 
for a very few hours this morning : But it occurred to me Aat 
the beil ufe I could make of the time given to me was (if 
poi&ble) todifembroil this chaos; to throw t>ut of view every 
thing irrelevant, which only tended to bring chaos back again-^ 
to take what remained in order of time— -to feleft certain ftages and 
refting places— to review the efFeft of the trania£lions, as brought 
before us, and then to fee how the written evidence is explained 
by the teilimony of the witneffes who have been examined. 

The origin of the Conftitutional Society not having been 
hid in evidence before you, the firft thing both in point 
of date, and as applying to (hew the objefts of the different 
bodies, is the original addre{s and refolution of the Correfpond- 
ing Society on its firft inftitution, and when it firft began to 
correfpond with the other which had formerly ranked amoi^ 
Us members fo many illuftrious perfons ; and before we look to 
the matter of this inftitution, let us recoiled that the objeds 
of it were given without rcTerye to the public, as containing the 
principles of the alTociation ; and I may begin with demandingy 
whether the annals of this country, or indeed the univerfal 
hiftory c^onankindt affords an inftance of a plot and conipiracj 
voluntarily given up in its very infancy to Government^ aiid the 
whole publip, and of which, to avoid the very thing that las 
happened, the arraignment of condu(5^ at a future period, and die 
imputation of fecrecy where no fecret was intended, a regular 
notice by letter was left with the Secretary of State, and a 
Receipt taken at the Public Office, as a proof of the publicity 
of their proceeding, and the fenfe they entertained of their inno- 
cence. For the views and objefts of the Society, we muft look to 
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ht inftlttttioa itfdf) which you are, indeed, ddired tx»look at by 
le Crown; for dietr mtentions are not confidered as deceptions- 
X this inftance^ but as plainly revealed by the very writing itfelf. 

Gentlemen^ there v^as a fort of filence in the Court — I do 
lot mean aa ^SeSted one^ for I mean no poffible offence to any 
ne, but there feemed to be an effed expedkd from beginning, 
ot with the addreft itfelf, but with the very bold motto to it, 
ioughinTer&; 

^ Unbleft bj Vitttie^ GovenimeBt a League 

'' Becomes, a circling Junto of the Great 

*^ To rob by Laws Religion mild, a Yoke 

^ To tame the {looping Soul, a trick of State 

^^ To mafk their Rapine, and to fhar]S the Prey« 

^^ Without it^ what are Senates, but a Face 

^ Of Confultatioii deep a^d Reafon free^ 

» While idle deternuned Voice and Heart are fold f 

^ What, boafted Freedom, but a founding Nam^/ 

^< And what £le<%[on, but a Markejt vile| 

/^< Of Slaves felfrbarteredr' 

I almoft fancy I heard them fay to me^ what think you of ffaaf ^/^ 
fet out wjdi ? SHew me the paraljel of that-^rGentlemcn, I * /^ 
n forry, for the f:redit of the age we live in, to anfwer, that it 
difficult to find the parallel , becaufe the age affords no fuch 
«t as him lyho wrote itj Tbefe are the words of Thomfon| 
4 it is ui^der the banners Qf his proverbial benevolence, that 
ets- men are fuppi^fed to be engaging i^ plans of ^uiarcfay and 
urder ; under the banners of that gr^t ^4 goqd man^ whofe 
rare you may ftill fee in {he yenerab|e fl|ades of Hagley, placed 
ere by tl^e virtuqus, a^complifhed, am) pMblic-fpirited Lit« 
rtpn : The very poem too, written vuider ^ au^ices <tf his 
[ajefty's Royal Father, M^hen heirTapparen| tQ the Crown of 
reat-Britain, nay, within the vefy wajls of Carlton-houfe ; 
lich afforded an afylum to majchlefs wofth aqd genius, in thp 
rfon of this great poet : It was under the roof of a Prince of 
''ales ib^ the poem of Liberty was written ) mi what better 
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Kturn could be given to a Prince for his ptote^on, Uian ^ 
blazon, in immortal numbers, his true title to die Crown he vm 
to wear ^ the freedom of the people of Great^Britain : And it b 
to be aiTumed, forfooth, in the year 1794) diat the unfeitunite 
prifoner before you was plotting Treaipn and RebdlioiH becaufe^ 
Vith a tafte and feeling beyond his humble ftation^ his firft fn^ 
cef ding was uihered into view under the hallowed fandion of diii 
admirable perfon, the friend and the defender of 4ie Britiih CoOii 
ilitution } whofe countrymen are preparing at diis moment (may 
my name defc^id amongft them to poflerity) to do honour tQ 
his immortal memory : I beg pardon, Gentlemen, for this de*- 
fultory digreffion) but I muft exprefs myfelf as ^current of my 
mind will carry me. 

If we looh at fte whde of the inftitution itfelf^ it exafily cor« 
refponds with the plan of the Duke of Richmond, as expreifeil 
in the letters to Colonel Sharman, and' to the High Sheriff of 
SufTex : This plan they propofe to follow, in a public addrefi Iq 
the nation, and all their' refolutions are framed fcx* its aceon^ 
pliihment ; and I defire to know in what they have departed from 
either, and what they have done which has not been done before^ 
without blame or cepfure, in the purfuance of the fame objed. 
1 am not fpeaking of the libels they may have written, which die 
law is open to punlfh, but what part of their conduct has, as 
applicable to the fubject in queftion, been unprecedented I 
have, at this moment, in my eye, an honourable fHend of 
mine, and a diftinguiflied Member of the Houfe of Commons, 
who, in my own remembrance, I believe in 1780, fat publickly 
at Guildhall, with many others, feme of them Magiftratcs of 
the City, as a Convention of Delegates, for the farile objcds ; 
and, what is ftill more in point, juft before the Convention 
began to meet ait Edinburgh, whofe proceedings have been fo 
miich relied on, there was a Conventiori regiilarly afTembled^ 
attended by the Delegates from all the counties of Scotland, for 
the exprefs and avowed purpofe of altering the oonftitutioh of 
Parliament ; not by rebellion, but by the fahie means employed 
by the prifoner :— The Lord Chief Baron of Scotland fat in the 
(hair, and was aififtcil'by fome of the firft men in that cotintfy, 
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mndy amcMigft others, by an honourable perlbn to i^lioin I am 
moA nearly allied, who is at the very head of the bar in Scot- 
land, and moft avowedly attached to the law and coiifti^tion 
(the Honorable Henry Erilpne, Dean of the Faculty of Ad- 
vocates, at Edinbuirgh, bro^r to Mr« ^rfldne) : Thefe gentle- 
men, whofe good intentions never fell into fufpicion, h^d pre-t 
lented a petition for the alteration of ele^on-laws, ^yhich the 
Houfe of Commons had rejeAed, and on the fpur of that very 
xeje3ion, they met in a Convention at Edinburgh in 1793; and 
the ftile of their firft meeting, w;^ ^ A Convention of Dele- 
^ gates, chofen from the counties of Scotland, for alttring and 
^ omening the laws concerning £/^4?/f?zi"«— nQ( for coniiderii^ 
how they might be befl amended — not for petitioning Parliament 
to amend them ; but for altering and amending the £le6Uon-> 
Laws. Thefe meetings were regularly publiihed) and I wiJ^ 
prove, that their firft refolution, as I have read it to you, was 
brought up to London, and delivered to the flditor of the Mom^ 
ing Chronicle by Sir Thomas Dundas, lately created a Peer of 
Great-Britain, and paid for by him as a public advcrtifemcnt. 
Kow, fuppofe any man had imputed Treafon or Sedition to thefe 
honourable perfons, what would have been the confequcnce? 
They would have been confidered as infamous libellers and tra- 
dlucers, and defervedly hooted out of civilized life : Why then 
are different conftru&ions to be put upon fimilar tran£idions ? 
Why is every thing to be held up as bona fide when tiic example 
is fet, and mala fide when it is followed ? Why have I not as 
good a claim to take credit for honeft purpofe in the poor man I 
am defending, figain^ whom not a contumelious expreirioii has 
heen proyed, as when we find |lie iaipc e:(preffions in the mouths 
«f the Duke of Richmond or Mr^ Burke ? I afk nodiing more 
from this obfervation than that a fober judgment may be pro- 
nounced frpm the quality of the a£ts which can be fairly cila-' 
blifhed ; each individual ftanding refpoiifiblc only for his own 
ConduA, inflead of having our imaginatiops tainted with cant 
phrafcs, and a farrago of writings and fpeechcs for which the 
prifoner is not refponfible, and for which the author^?, if they he 
criminal, are liable to be brought to jqitipc« 
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. But it will be faid, Gcntieinen, that all tiie conAitutionai prrW 
rfleges of the people are conceded ; that their cxiftence was never 
denied or invaded ; and that their right to petition and to oieet 
for the expreifion of their complaints^ founded or unfounded^ was 
never called in queftion ; thefe, it will be laid) are the Rights of 
Subjcdb, but it is the Rights of Man which alarms theoi : Every 
man is confidered as a "i'raitor who talks about the Rights of 
Man ; but this bugbear ftands upon tne iame perverfion with its 
fellows. 

The Rights of Man is the foundation of all government^ and it 
is to fecure them, that is the only reafon of men's fubmitting to 
he governed ; and it fiiall not be faftened upon the unfortunate 
prifoner at the bar^ nor upon any other man, that becaufe diefe 
natural rights were afferted in France by the deftrudlion of a 
government that oppreflcd and fubverted them> a proceis happily 
effected here by flow and imperceptible improvements, that tbere« 
fbre they can only be fo aflertcd in England, where the govenuncnt^ 
through a gradation of improvement, is well calculated to proteft 
them; we are, fortunately, not driven in this country totheter-* 
riblc alternatives which were the unhappy lot of France, becaufe 
we hnvc had a happier dcftiny in the forms of a free Conftitution: 
This, indeed, is the cxprcfs language of many of the papers 
before you that have been complained of; particularly in one al- 
luded to by the Attorn<?y-(}encral, as having been written by a 
gentleman with whom I am particularly acquainted ; and, though 
in that fpirited compofition there are, perhaps, fome expreffions 
proceeding from warmth which he may not defire me critically to 
juftify, yet I will venture to affirm, from my own perfonal know- 
ledge, that there is not a man in Court more honeftly public-i 
fpirited and zealoufly devoted to the Conftitution of King, LordSy 
and Commons, than the honourable gentleman I allude to, (Felix 
Vaiighan, Efq; Barrifter at Law) : It is the phrafe, therefore^ 
and not the fcntiment expreflcd by it, that can alone give 
juftifiablc offence; it is, it feems, a new phrafe commencing 
in Revolutions, an<! never ufed before in difcuffing the Rights of 
Britifh fubjcdl^s, and therefore can only be applied in the fenieof 
ihofc who framed it ; but this is fo far from being the truth, tb<t 
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tlxc very phrafefticks in my memory, from the memorable appli* 
cation of it to the rights of fubjefts, under this and every 
other eftablifhment, by a gentleman whom you will not fu(pe£): 
of ufing it in any other fenfe. The Rights of Man were con- 
fidered by Mr. Burke, at the time that the great uproar was 
made upon a fuppofed invafion of the Eaft India Company's 
Charter, to be the foundation of, and paramount to all the laws 
and ordinances of a State : — TTie Miniftry, you may ^emember^ 
were turned out for Mr. Fox's India Bill, which their opponents 
termed an attack upon the chartered Rights of Man, or in other 
word$, upon the abufcs fupported by a monopoly in trade- 
Hear the fentiments of Mr. Burke, when the NATURAL 
^nd CHARTERED Rights of Men are brought into contcft, 
Mr, Burke, in his fpeech in the Houfe of Commons, exprefled 
himfelf thus " The firft objeftion is, that the bill is an attack on 
** the chartered Rights of Men. — As to this objefticMi, « I muft , 
« obferve that the phrafe of « The Chartered Rights $f Men^' is 
^ full of afFedation ; and very unuftial in the difcuflion of privileges 
•* conferred by charters of the prefent defcription. But it is not 
** difficult to dlfcover what end that ambiguous mode of ex-^ 
" preffion, fo often reiterated, is meant to anfwer. 

** The Rights of Men^ that is to fay the natural rights of 
** mankind^ are indeed facred things; and if any public meafure is 
«< proved mifchievoufly to aiFc6t them, the objciSlion ought to be 
« fatal to that meafure, even if no charter at all could be fet up 
« againft it. And if thefe natural rights are further affirmed and 
^ declared by exprefs covenants, clearly defined and fecured 
«* againft chicane, power, and authority, by written inftruments 
** and pofitive engagements, they are in a ftiU better condition ; 
•* they then partake not only of the fandlity of the objeft fo fe- 
^ cured, but of that folemn public faith itfelf, which fecures an* 
** objeft of fuch importance. Indeed, this formal recognition^ 
" by the fovereign power, of an original right in the fubjeft, can 
** never be fubverted, but by rooting up the holding radical prin- 
*• ciples of government, andevenoffociety itfelf." 

The Duke of Richmond alfo, in his public letter to the High 
Sheriff* of SufTex, refts the Rights of the People of England 
5 >x^»x 
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lirpoi» the (amc horrible and damnable principle of the Rights it 
Man. Let, gentlemen, therefore, take care that they do not puB 
down the very authority which they come here to fupport^ 
let them remember, that his^ Majefty's family wa$ called to die 
Throne upon the very principle that the ancient Kings of this 
country had violated thefe facred trufts ;-^let then» recoUe&tM 
in what the violation was charged to exift \ — it was ckirged hf 
the Bill of Rights to exift in cruel and infamous trials ; ill the 
packing of Juried ; and iii difarming the people, whofe arms m 
their unalienable refuge againft oppreffion. But did the peopkof 
England aflemble to make this declaration ? No ! becaufe it wal 
vnneceikry. The fenfe of the people, againft a corrupt and fam- 
dalous government, diflblved it, by almoft the ordinary fermsbj 
Wluch the old government itfclf was admifdftered. King Wil* 
liam fent his writs to thofe who had iat in the former ParUament: 
^Ht will any man, therefore, tell me, that that Parliament re* 
organise^ thr Government with9ut the will of the pec^e? and 
that it W96 not their confent which entailed on King William a 
^ticu^r inheritance to be enjoyed under the domimon of die 
law ? Gentlemen, it was the denial of theie printiples^ afierted 
at the Revolution in England, that brought forward the Audxr 
of the Rights of Man, and ftirred up this controverfy which bus 
given fuch alarm to Government : — ^But for this the literary 
labours of Mr. Paine had clofed. — ^He afierts it himfeif in his 
book, and evpry body knows it. It was not die French levolu- 
tioo, but Mr. Burke's refieftions upon it, followed up by ano^ 
ther work on the fame fubjeft, as it regarded things in Englemi^ 
which brpught forward IVJr, Paine, and which rendered hb works 
fo much the obje6l of attention in this comitry- Mr. Burke de- 
nied pofitively the Very foundation upon which the Revolution 
ot 1 688, ipuil ftand for its fuppprt, via. The Right of the People 
to change their Government; and he affcrtcd, in the teeth of his 
Majefty's title to the Crown, that no f^ich right in the people 
exifted; this is the true hiftoryof tlie fecond part of the Rights 
^©f Man. The firft part had little more afpedl to this country 
than to Japan ; — it afferted the right of the people of France to 
act as they had adlcd, Kut there lyas Ijttle which pointed toi 
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' it as an example for England, There had been a defpotrc autho* 
rity in France which the people had thrown down, and Mr, 
-Burke feemcd to queftion their Tight to do fo : Mr. Paine main- 
tained the contrary in his anfwer ; and having imbibed the prin- 
ciples df Republican Government, during the American revo- 
lution, he mixed with the controverfy many coarfe andharfli re- 
cnrks upon Monarchy as eftablifhed, even in England, or in 
any poffible formw But this was collateral to tjbe great dbjeSt xi 
Ids work, which was to maintain the right of the people to 
■choofe their Government; this was the right which was quef^ 
tioned, and the aflertion of it w^s moft interefting to many ^» 
were moft ftrenuoufly attached to the Englifb Government. 
For men may aflert the right of every people to choofe their Go- 
vernment without feeking to deftroy their own. This accounts 
for many expreffions imputed to the unfortunate prifoners, whick 
I have often uttered myfdf, and fliall continue to utter every izf 
«f my iife, -and call upon die fpies of Government to record 
them :— I will (ay any where, without fear, nay, I will fayliere^ 
where I ftand, that an attempt to interfere, by defpotic comfaina- 
tton and violence, with any government which a peojfte dhoufet0 
^ve to themfelves, whether it be good or evil, is an oppreffion ani 
fubverfioB of die natural andunaiienAle rights of man ; and thougli 
the Government <^ this country fhould countenance iuch a fyfteii^ 
-it would not only be ftill legal for me to exprefirmy fleteftation of it; 
IS I here deliberately exprefs it, but it would become my intereib 
and my duty. For, if combinations of defpotifmcan accompSifh fuch 
a purpofe, who ihall tell me, what other nation fliall be the prey 
of their ambition. — Upon the very principle of denying to a peo- 
ple die right of governing themf^ve$,,faow are we tp refift t}\£ 
Frendi, fhould they attempt by violence to iaftcn their Govorn- 
ment upon us I Qyr, what inducement wx>uld dtere be for refift^ 
ance to preferve laws, which are not, it (eems our own, bat 
which are unalterably impofed upon us* The very argument 
ftrikes, as with a palfy, the arm and vigour of the nation, I 
hold dear tke privileges I am contending for, not as pnvilege<> 
hoftileto the conftitution, but as neceflary for its prefer vation^ 
^pA a th« FrencH were to iolnide by force upon tht t^overnmeuf^ 



of our own free choice, I fliould leave thefe papers and return ft> 
a trade that perhaps, I better underftand. The next evidence 
relied on, after the inftitution of. the Correfponding Society, i» 
a letter written to them from Norwich, dated the 1 1th of No- 
vember, 1792, with the anfwer, dated the 26th of die fame 
month : — ^It is aflcrted, that this correfpondence fliews, they aimed 
at nothing lefe than tlie total deftruflion of the Monarchy, and thtf 
thpy, therefore, veil their intention under covert and ambiguous 
language. I think on the other hand, and I fhall continue ft> 
think io, as long as I am capable of thought, that it was impo^ 
llblefor words to convey more clearly the explicit avowal of their 
original plan for a conftitutional reform in the Houfe of Comr 
nions. This letter from Norwich, after congratulating the Cor- 
refponding Society on its inilitution, aiks feveral queftioiis mftng 
out of the proceedings of other focieties in different part& af 
the kingdom, which diey profefs not diorouglily to underftand. 

The Sheffield people (they obferve) feemed at firft deter- 
mined to fupport the Duke of Richmond's plan only, bu^ tiiat 
they had afterwards obferved s( difpofition in them to a moKC 
moderate plan of reform propofcd by the friends of the people ip 
London; whilft theManchcfter people, byaddreffing Mr. Paine, 
{whom the Norwich people had not addrcffed) feemed to be in* 
tent on Republican principles only 3 they therefore put a quefiion, 
not at allofdiftruft, or fufpicion, but bona fide, if ever there was 
good faith between men, whether the Corrcfponding Sodctj 
meant to bp fatisfied with tlie plan of the Duke of Richm<MidJ 
Or, whether it was their private defign to rip up Monarchy by 
the roots, and place Democracy in its ftead ? Now hear die 
jtiifwer, from whence it is inferred that this laft is their intention ; 
tlicy begin their anfwer with recapitulating the demand of their 
corrcfpondent, as regularly as a tradefmen, who has. bad an 
order for goods, recapitulates the ordtu", that there may . be no 
ambiguity in the reference or application of tlie reply, and then 
they fay, as to the objects they have in view they refer them to 
their addrefles. " You will thereby fee that they mean to dilfcmi- 
« nate political knowledge, and thereby engage the judicious part 
^ of the nation to demand thc^LE^ovsRY pf their lost xigj^ti 
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* m ANNUAL Parliaments ; the Members of thefc Parliament?? 
•* owing their cleftion to unboiight fuftVages." They then deiirc 
"fhem to be careful to avoid all difpute, and fay to them put Mo- 
narchy, democracy, and even religion, quite afide; and « Let 
^ yoiir endeavours go to encreafe the numbers of thofe who de- 
^ fire a full and equal reprefentation of the people, and leave to 
^ a Parliament, fo chofen, to reform ail exifting abufes, and if 
*• they dont anfwer, at the years end, you may chufe odiers in 
•« their ftead/* The Attorney General fays, this is lamely ex- 
)>re(red; I, on the odicr hand, fay, that it is not only not lamely 
expreflTed, but anxioufly worded to put an end to dangerou& fpe-> 
culations.— Leave all theories undifcufled; do not perplex your- 
leives witfc abftmA queftiom of Government ; endeavour prac- 
tically to get honeft reprefentatives^— ^nd if they deceive you— - 
flicn, what ?— bring on a Revolution !-i-No !— Choofe others in 
their fteai They refer alfo to their addrefs, which lay before 
their correfpbndent, whicli addrefs exprefles itfelfthus: « Laying 

* afide all daim to originality, we claim no ^ther 'merit than that 
^ of reconfidering and verifying what haA already been urged in 
** ourcommdn caufe by the Diike of Richmond and" Mr. Pitt, 
«* arid their tiicn honeft party%** 

When the language of the letter, which is branded as ambiguous, 
thus ftares them in the &ce as an undeniable anfwer to the charge, 
they then have recourfe to the old- refuge of mala fides ; all this they 
lay is but a cover forbidden treafon. But I 'afk you, gentlemen, in 
the name of God, and as fair and honeft men, what reafon, upon 
carA, there is to fuppofe that the writers of this letter did not mean 
what they expreflTed i Are you to prefumc in a Court of Juftice, 
and upon a trial for life, that men write with duplicity in their mofi: 
confidential cbrrcfiwndence, even to thofe with whom they are con- 
ledefated. Let it be recoUefted alfo that, if this correfpondence 
was calculated for deception^ the deception muft have been un- 
derftood and agreed upon by all parties concerned ; foP other-* 
wife you have a confpihicy amongft perfons who are at croft 
purpofes with orfe another: confequently the confpiracy, if this 
be a branch of it, is a confpiracy of thoufands and ten thoufands, 
from one end of th«, kingdom to die other, who are all guilty, 
.1 •. . VI 
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if any of the priibhers are guilty: — Upwards of forty tliou&fll 
perfons^ upon the loweft calculation, muft alike be liable to d« 
pains and penalties of the law, and hold their lives as tenntt 
at will of the Minifters of the Crowm In whatever afped, there* 
fi)re> diis profecution is regarded, new difficulties juul new u» 
certainties and terrors furround it* 

The next thing in order which we have to look at, is dv 
Conventbn at Edinburgh*. It appears that a letter had beoi 
written by Mr* Skirving, who was conneSed with reformers ia- 
-Scotland proceeding avowedly upon the Duke of Richmond'c 
^sn» propofing that there ihould be a Conventi<m from Ar 
^Societies aflembled at Edinburgh: — ^Now you wiQ recoQed^ is 
die opening, that die Attorney General confidered all die gta$ 
original fin of this confpiracy and treafon to have origiaate^ 
with the Societies in London-— that the Country Societies wel? 
only tools in dieir hands, and that the Edinburgh Convoy 
don was the commencement of their projeds; and yet k jimdf 
appears that this Convention originated from neither of thr 
London Societies, but had its beginning at Edinburgh, wha% . 
juft before, a Convention had been fitting for die Reform ia 
Parliament, attended by the principal perfons in Scotland; ani 
furely, widiout adverting to the nationality fo peculiar to the 
people of that country, it is nothing fufpicious, that, iince dicy 
were to hcdd a meeting for fimilar objects, they fhould make ufc 
of the (ame ftile for their Aflbciation ; and that their Deputies 
ihould be called D^egates, when Delegates had attended dit 
other Convention from all the counties, and whom they ivcrc 
every day looking at in their ftreets, in the courfe of the very 
fame year that Skirving wrote his letter on the fubjeA. Thr 
views of the Correfponding Society, as they regarded this Coo* 
veution, and confequently the views of the prifoner, muft be 
colle(Sed from the written inftru£tionsi to the Delegates^ unk-ls 
they can be falfified by matter which is collateral. If I confti- 
tute an agent, I am bound by what he does, but always with this 
limitation, for what he does within, the /cope vf his egtncy :-^ 
If I conftitute an agent to buy horfes for me, and he commits 
High Treafon, it will not, I hope, be argued that I aoi to bt 

banged. 



f i^ ) 

Ijhgsed. t£ I conftitute an agent for any bufinefs tliat Can b^ 
jhited) and he goes beyond his inftru£tIons> he muft anfwer' 
for himfelf beyond t&eir limits ; for beyond them he is not my- 
reprefentative. The a£ls done*) therefore, at the Scotch Con* 
vention, whatever may be dieir quality^ are evidence to ihew,' 
that in point of .fii£t, a certain number of people got togediery 
and did any thing you choofe to csdl illegal ; but^ as far as it 
concerns me, if I am not prefent, you ar? limited by my in- 
ftrudions, and have not advanced a fingle ftep upon your jour-^ 
ney to comri<3 me: The inftrudions to Skirvinghave been read,., 
and fpeak for themfdves ; they are ftri£Uy legal, and purfue the 
avowed objed of the Society; and it will be for the Solicitor 
General to point out, in his reply, any counter or fetret in* 
firu£tions, or any collateral condud contradidory of the good 
£udi with which they were written^ The inftrudions are in 
tfaefe ¥^rdfr--^ The Delegates are inftruded, on the part of Ah 
^ Society, to affift in bringing forward and fupporting any Chrt^ 
^ JlituU$nal meafure for procuring a real reprefentation of the 
^ Commons of Great-Britain.*' What do ym fey, Gentlei»>' 
men, to this language:--— How are men to exprefs themfelves 
who dcfire a Conftitutlonal Reform ? The objeft and the mode 
of efFeding it were equally legal«-— this is moil; obvious from the 
condu£l of the Parliament of Ireland, 2&\ng under diredions 
from England \ they pafled the Convention Bill, and made it 
only a mifdemeanor, knowing, that, by the law as' it ftood, it- 
Was no mifdemeanor at alh Whether this ftatement may meet 
widi- the approbation of others, I care not ; I know the hA to 
be hy and I maintain that you cannot prove upon the Con- 
vention which met at Edinburgh, and which is charged to day 
with High Treafon, one thouiandth part of what, at lafty work- 
ed, up Government in Ireland to the pitch of voting it a mifde- 
meanor^ . 

Gentlemen, I am not vindicating any thing that can promote 
diforder in the countr}', but I am maintaining that the worft 
poffible diforder that can fell upon a country is, when fubje£ls 
are deprived of the fenAion of clear and unambiguous laws.— 4 
If wrong is committed, let punifomcnt follow according to the 
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Intfafure of that wrbng:-^If men are turbulenty let tlinaM 
Tifit^ by the laws acoCmling to <he meafufe cf their ttiriyulAictr 
•M.^If they write libels upoii Government, let tfatm be p«ltt(bci 
accGfrdifig to the qudiitj of Aofe libdb. But yto ntt/Bt MC, tat 
will noty becaide die ftabiiitifof thcMbnarchyis a» important 6ift« 
cerii to the nation, tonfedni the nature and diMtiaidHs of 
crimes, and prcntouitce that the life of die Swemg^loK-bMlkiC* 
vaded, becaiife the privileges of the feoplr have beeif, ptAM^ 
kregukrly and hotly afierted: — Yod will iio% t6 giv6 iteiAj 
t6 Government, repeal die moft iacred laws inftkttied far 
our prote£libn, ahd wfaidi sire, indeed^ the «Rdy cofifidmdw 
fer our fubmitting at all to Government. If the ptam iMterof 
the ftatute of Edward the Third applies to tlie Mndiid IT M 
prifoner^ let it in God's name be applied; — 4>ut kc lieMler their 
condu£l, nor tibe law {hat is to judge it^ be torwitd }9f ebn- 
ftrudUon; nor foffer die tranfeAion, ftonn tHiienCe ft» at iff 
form a difpaffionatecondbTtGn of intention^ t& W ntsigHifiM bf 
fcandalous epidiets^ hor overwfaebned in an undillingHifliattf 
mafs of matter, in \riiich you maybe loA s<nd tewfldftredyhiviiig 
mifled die only parts which could have fumiihed i due lOajuft 
or rational judgment. 

Gentlemen,' this religious regard for die liberty df tbo Ut^t&f 
againft conftru&ive Treafon, is well illuftrated hf DoflDr 
Johnfbn, die great audior of our Englifli Di£tidtiarj, a ittm 
remarkable for his love of order, and for high principles of Go- 
vernment, but who had the wifdom td know dut die gr€at end 
of Government, in all its forms, is die fecurity of liberty and 
life under the law. This man, of maicoline mind, tlM^b diC* 
gufted at the diforder which Lord George G(»tlon created, fidta 
triumph in his acquittal, and exclaimed, as we learn from Mr, 
Bofwell, « I hate Lord G. Gordon^ but I am glad he wtt not 
«' convicted of diis conftructive Treafon; for, diough I hate him, 
«• I love my country and myfelf.'* — This extraordiflary man, 
. no doubt, remembered with Lord Hale, that when the law is 
broken down, injuftice knows no bounds, but runs as &r as die 
wit and invention of accufers> or the deteftatioii of peribns acy 
cufed, will carry iu 
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. Gentlemen, you wIU pardon this almoft perpetual reearrence 
to thefe confidorations; but tlie pralent is a feafon vAstn I bare 
a right to call upon jou by every thing iacr^ in humanity and 
jufticc ; by every principle i^diich ought to influence the heart of 
man to c6nfider the fituation in which I ftand before you. I 
ftand here for a poor, unknown, unprotected individual, charged 
with a defign to iiibvert the Government of die country, ami 
the deareft rights of its inhabitants^ a charge wbidi has 
coUcStcd againft him a force fufficient to crufl» to pieces any pri* 
vate man; the whole weight of the Crowa preffes upon him; 
Parliament has been fitting upon ex-parte evidence for months 
together ; and rank and property is aflbciated, from one end of 
the kingdom to the other, to avert the fuppofed confequences of 
the Treafon. I am making no complaint of this j but furely it 
is an awful fununons to impartial attention; furely it excufes me 
for fo often calling upon your integrity and fimuefs to do equal 
juflice between the Cfoitfn, fo fuppoited, and an unhappy pri- 
foner, fo uAproteded. Gentlemeh, I declare that i am utterly 
aftoniihed, on locking at ttw clodc,^ to Ind how long I htM 
been fpeaking ; and that, agitated aild diftvefled as I am, I have 
yet ftrength enough remaining for tho nenuunder of my duty^ 
att every peril of my health it fhall be exerted : for although, if 
diis caufe fhould mifcarry, I know I (hall have juftice dolie ae 
for the honefty of my intentions ; yet what is that to the priilie 
snd pofterity ? What is it tO' them^ when, if upon diis evidence 
Acre can ftand a conviSion of High Treafon, it is plain that no 
man can be faid to hav^ a life which is his own ? For how can 
he poflibly know by what engines it may be fiiared, or fixm indnt 
unknown fources it may be attacked and overpowered ? 

Gentlemen, fuch a monftrioM precedent would be as ruinous 
to the King as to hil (Ul^fts. We are m a crifis of our af- 
fairs ; which, putting juftice Out of the queftion, calls in found 
policy for the greatsft prudence and moderation. At a time 
when other nations are iiSpe/kd to fubvert their eftablifliments, 
let it be our wifdom to make the fubjeA feel the pradical bene-^ 
fits of our own : let us leek to bring good out of evil : the dif^ 
tra£bd inhabitants of the world will fly to in for fanftuaryi 
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driven out of their countries from the (Ireadful confequences el 
not atten<ling to (eafonable reforms in Government ; vidims to 
the folly of fulFering corruptions to continue, till the vihoie &• 
brie of fociety is £flblved and tumbles into ruin : landing upon 
our fhores, they will fed die bkffings of fecurity, and they will 
difcover in what they confift : they will read thb trisd, and dxir 
hearts will, palpitate at your deciiion : they will fay to one an* 
other, and their voices, will reach to the ends of the earth; Mqr 
the Conftitution of England endure for ever; the &cred and 
yet remaining (an6tuary for the opprefled: here, and hoe 
Dniy, the lot of man is caft in fecurity: what though audio* 
rity, eftablilhed for the ends of juftice, may lift itfelf up 
againft it; what though the Houfe of Commons itfelf ihould 
make an ex-parte declaration of guilt; what though every 
fpecies of art (hould be employed to entangle the opiiuons of 
the people, which in', other countries would be inevitable de- 
firu£tion, yet .in England, in enlightened England, all this 
will not pluck a hair from the head of innocence; the Jury, 
will ftill look fted&ftly to the law, as the great Polar ftar, to 
dired them in their courfe: as prudent men they will let no 
example of diforder, nor pronounce a verdi£l of cenfure on 
auth<»rity, or of approbation or dilapprobation beyond dxir 
judicial province : but, on the other band, they will make no 
pdiiiod facriiice, but deliver a plain, honeft man, from tiie 
toils of injuftice* When your verdift is pronounced, this 
will be the judgment of the world ; and if any amongft our- 
ielves are alienated in their aiFedions to Government, no- 
diing will he fo likely to reclaim them : they will fay. What- 
fever we have loft of our controul in Parliament, we have yet 
a iheet-anchor remaining to hold the veiTel of the State 
amidft contending ftorms : we have ftill, thank God, a (bund 
adminiftration of juftice fecured to us, in the independence of 
ihc Judges, in the rights of enlightened Juries, and in the in- 
tegrity of the Bari ready at all times, and upon every poflible 
occafioi), whatever may be the confequences to themfelves, to 
ftaod forward in defence of the meaneft man in England, 
wh^a bropght^ for judgment before tbg laws of the coupp'y- 
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' ttendctnen, to return to this Scotch Convention. 

Their papers were all feized' by Government What dieif 
il^roceedings were they beft know : we can only fee- what- parts 
they choofe to ihew us ; but, from what we have feen, does any 
man ferioufly believe that this meeting at Edinburgh meant to 
aflume and to maintain by force all the funAions and authori^ 
ties of the State ? Is the thing within the compafs of human 
belief? If a man were offered a Dukedom, and twenty thou- 
iand pounds a year for trying to believe it, he might fay he be- 
lieved it, as what will not man fay for gold and honours ; but he 
never in fad could believe that this Edinburgh meeting was a 
Parliament for Great-*Britain: how indeed could hfe, from the 
proceedings of a few peaceable, unarmed men, difculHng, in a 
conftitutional manner, the means of obtaining a reform in Par- 
liament ; and who, to maintain the club, or whatever you choofe 
to call it, collefted a little money from people who were well 
difpofed to the caufe ; a few fliillings one day, and perhaps as 
many pence another : I think, as &r I could reckon it up, Vrtien 
the report, from this great Committee of Supply^ was read to 
you, I counted that thete had been raifed, in the iirft SeiEon of 
this Parliament, fifteen pounds, from which indeed you niufl de- 
duct two bad (hillings, which are literally noticed in die ac- 
count : and is it to be endured. Gentlemen, that men ffaould 
gravely fay, that this body afTumed to itfelf the offices of Par-^ 
liament ! That a few harmlefs people^ who fat, as they profefk, 
to obtain a full reprefentation of the people, were themfelves) 
even in their own imaginations, the complete reprefentation 
which they fought for ! Why ihould they fit frqm day to day to^ 
confider how diey might obtain what they had already got ? If 
their objef): was an univerfal reprefentation of the whole people 
how is it credible they could fuppofe that univerM reprefentation 
to exifl in themfelves— in the reprefentatives of a few Societies, 
inftituted Ip obtain it for the country at large? If they were 
themfelves the nation, why fhould the language of every refolu- 
tion be, that Reafon ought to be their grand engine for the ac- 
complifbment of their obje£t, and fhould be directed to convince, 
the Natiqn to fpe^k to Parliament in a voice that mufl be heard I 
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The propofition, therefore, Is too grqjfe to cratn down Ad 
throats of =^e Eogliib peqpl^ and diis is the prifoner's fecurity. 
Here agai^ he feck the ^dvs^tage of our &ee adminiftratioo of 
j^uftice : this propofitiop, on which fo ;nuch depends, is AOt to 
be reafone^ upc^ on parchment, to be delivered priv^tejy to 
ipagtftrates for private judgment : no^bc has die privilege of 
appealing aloud^ as he now <^ppeals by me; to m cidightened 
aflembly, full of eyes, and ears, and intelligence ; where fpeak- 
ii^ to a Jury is, in a manner, fpeaking to a nation at Iai;gc^ 
and flying fpr fan^uary to its univerfal juflice. 

Gentlemciv the very work of Mr. Paine, under the bannen 
of which this .fuppcffed reb^IIipn ^as fet on foot, refutes tin 
charge it is broujght forward to .fupport: for Mr. Paine, in Jiis 
very pre&ce, and throughout his whok book, reprobates the ufe 
of force agaipft the. moft evil Governments; the CQntrfU7 ms 
never imput^ to him. If his book had been written in pur* 
fuance <>f thedcflgn (4 force ^ rebellion, with which it is now 
ibught tobe conne£}:ed, he would, like theprifoners, havebeea 
charged with an overt act of High Treafon ; but fuch a pro- 
ceeding was never tliought of. Mr. Paine was indicted for ^ mifde- 
m.eatipr, and tlie mifdemeanor was argued to confift jpot in the falfe- 
hood that a nation has no rjght ^o ;cboQ(e pr alter its 'Government^ 
^Utyifl,r<t{ii.tif>uily exciting ^ patiorb widiout qaufe, tP exe^cife d»t 
lightf ffy. lear»e^ Lord, (I^ovdQbiqf S^pn Macdon^^) now onthif 
Benchf adf^eifed the Jury as Attqrney General upon this principle: 
bis laxiguagewas this : The queftion is not what the people have « 
i;jgbt.to dO| for the people are, undpubtedly, ||ie foundation and 
origin of all Qoyernment^ but the charge is, for feditioufly 
calling Hpon the people, withq^t caufe pr reafon, to exercife fi 
jight lyhich .wo]^ld be fedition, fuppofing the right to ' be ia 
^em : for dK))fgb tbe peqple mi^ht have ^ right to do the thing 
inggefted, ^d.d)pi(gh they ^e not expted tp the doing it by 
force and rqbeUion, yet, as the fuggeflion goes to -unfettle the 
State, the propagation pf fuch doctrines 15 feditjous. There iff 
no other way, undoubtedly, pf d^cribing that charge. I am not 
here entering into the applipation of it to Mr. Paine, whofc 
Coun&l I waS| ^id who ba3 heefi trie^ alricady ; tp (kv tb^t ibe 
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jpeoplc have a TifH to cbangie their Qgvcrnnietit h indeed # 
truifin J ipv^ Wy kpows it, and x^eyexercyid the' right, others 
wife the KiAg coul4 not have bad his e^abliihinent atpongft us» 
Jf, therefo;:^, I &ir up individiujls tp ipppoft by force the general 
V^iU, Teated io the Qoyerament^ it ms^ be Tr^Qn; but to in*» 
4uce changes ia a Govenunent, by exppfjug to a whole nation 
its errors juid imperfections, can have no beting upon fuch an 
oSeacQ; the utmoft which pan ^ mad^ of it is a mifdeinea« 
ffor^ and that tpo depending whpUy upoji thp judgment whi^ 
die Jury «»y fw» of the in^emion of ^e ivriter. The Courts, 
for a loQg t^y ii^^di aiSiiixefl to tfaqni^yes the province <tf 
decidifig Jupon ihjs intendon, as ;^ W^er of law, conclufively 
inferring it fxom the ^t of publication; I B^y the Cpurts ajfumed 
it^ tjio' it wa3 not the do^rine of L(^d;I^4[^asfie)d, but handed 
4Qwn tp h^n> irpnpi the precedents of Judges })tforc his time: 
but eye;n ix^ th?t pie, thou^ the publigKi^ 'i$Fa9 tinp crime, not^ 
as in this cal^ the ilntef>^on; ;»nd Aw^ (b^ quality of the 
thing jdiarged^ when not rebijt|«d by ^ipviwten^e fpr ^ defendant, 
bad ib long been pcv^idered to be a ^gal Inference, yet the Le« 
gi-Q^ture, tp fupport the province pf tl^ Jury, and in tendemefs 
for the lib,erty f f the fyi^e&y has lat^y s^tqred ihe law upon 
^is ^pojt^ f^1>)f df Iff therefore, we yr^e not ai^^mbled, ay 
yfc are, fo cp/nfider pf the ^xiileace pf High Treason agflinft the 
King's life, buf only flf a mifdemeanor fox ffditkmfly difturbin^ 
bis title and e^babUflimenj^ by the proceedil]^^ for a reform in 
Parliament, I fhould think the Crpwn, uppn the very. principle 
ivhich, under the libel kw, oufft now govern fuch a tri^, quite 
p6 diftant from its ^nark \ becaufe, in my opinion^ th/ere is no 
way by which hjs Msjefty's titfc can more firmly be fccured, op 
by which (ab^ye a}/ in our tio^s} its permanency can the beft 
be eftablifhed, than by prpmptiijig a mofe fuU and equal repr&« 
(enu^on of thq peppl^ by peaceable iTiea/isj and by what othcf 
l^eans has it been fought, in this injftan(:e, to be promoted \ 

Gentlemen, w^en thp members pf this Convention were 
feized, did diey attempt refiftam^e ? Pid they infift upon dieir 
privileges as fubjefls under the Ja\ys, or as a Parliament ena^^ing 
jaws for other? ? }f they had faid gx d9W any thing to give 
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tolour to fuch an idea, diere needed no fpies to comiSt diem| 
ihc Crown could have given ample indemnity for evidence from 
amongft themfelve^': the Societies confifted of dx)ii£inds an! 
diouiands of perfons, fome of whom, upon any calculation of 
kuman nature^ might have been produced : the Delegates, ivho 
attended the meetings, could not be fuppofed to have met, with a 
different intention from thofe who fent diem i and, if the anfWer 
to that is,' that the conftituents are involved in the guilt of dieir' 
ipprefentetives, we get back to the inonftrous poildon ^rfiich I 
pbfervod you beforc to fhrink back from, with vifible hornr, 
when I ftated it ; namely, the involving in the fate and confe- 
quence, of this fingle trial, every man who correlponded widi 
thele Societies, or who, as a member of Societies in any parto( 
the kingdom, iponfepted to lh^ meeting which was afleinbled, or 
which was in profpefi: : but, I thank God, \ have nodiing to 
fear from fuch hyiribj when I fee before me fuch joft an4 ho- 
nourable men to liolithc'balance of juftice. 
. Gentlemen, the ^iflolutioh of this Parliament fpeaks as ftrong 
a tingii^ge as its condud when fitting. How was it diflblved? 
Wheii the magifti:ates entered, Mr, Skirving was in the diair, 
which he refufcd to leave : he confidered^ and aflerted his 
conduft to be le^, and therefore informed die magifbate 
he mufl exercife his audiority, that the difperfion mi^t 
appear to be involuntary,- and that the fubjeft^ diflurbed in his 
rights, iriight be entided to his remedy. The magiflrate on diis 
took Mf. Skirving by the fhoulder, who immediately obeyed; 
the chair was quitted in. a moment, and this great Parliament 
broke up. What was the efFefl: of all this proceeding at die 
timp, when wh^^tever belonged to it mufl have been beft under- 
ftood i Were any of the parties indifted for High Trcafon ? 
Were they indifted even for a breach of the peace in holding the 
Convention ? None of thefe things. The Jaw of Scotland, 
arbitrary as it is, was to be difturbed to find a name for their of- 
fence, and the rules of trial to be violated to convifl: them : they 
were denied their challenges to their Jurors, and other irregula- 
rities were introduced, fo as to be the fubjefl of cpmplaint in 
the Houfq of Qomnaons. Gentiemen, in what I am fayhig, I 
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fm not ftanding up to vindicate all that they publiflicd duiTrte 
tJiefe proceedings, more efpecially thofe which were written irt 
confeque^ice of the trials I have juft alluded to; but allowance, 
muft be made for a ftate of heat and irritation: they faw men 
whom they believed to be pcrfecuted for what they believed to be 
innocent J diey faw them the yiftims of fentences which many 
would confider as equivalent to, if not worfc than, judgment of 
Treafon: fentences which, at all events, had never cxifted be- s/" 
fore, and fuch as, I believe, never will again with impunity. — . ^ 
fiut fince I am on the fubjedl of intention^ | Ihall condufl: myfelf 
With the fame moderation which I have been prefcribing ; I will 
jcaft no al^riions, but fhall cgntent myfelf with lamenting 
that thefe judgments were produftive of confequences which 
rarely follow from authority idifcreetly exercifed. How eafy is it 
then to difpofe of as much of the evidence as confumed half a 
day in the anathemas againft the Scotch Judges. It appears that 
they came to various refolutjons concerning them ; fome good, 
fome bad, and all of them irregular, Amongft others they com- 
pare them to Jefferies, and wifli that they, who imitate his ex- 
ample, may nieet his fate/ What then ? Irreverend expreflions 
againft Judges are not afts of High Treafon ! If they had af- 
jfcmbled" round die Court of Jufliciary, and hanged them in the 
execution of their offices, it would not have been Treafon witliin 
flie ftatute ! I ani no advocate for difrefpedl to Judges, and 
think that it is dangerous to the public order; but, putting afidc 
the infult upon the Judges now in authorit)-, the reprobation of 
Tcflferies is no libel, but an awful and ufeful memento to wicked 
men. Lord Chief Juftice JefFeries denied the privilege of Engllfli 
law to an innocent man. He refufed it to Sir Thomss AniN^ 
iftrong, who iii vain pleaded, in bar of his outlawry, that he was 
out of the realm when he was exafted — (an objecHon fo clear, 
that it was lately taken for granted, in the cafe of Mr. Purcfoy}. 
The daughter of this unfortunate perfon, a lady of honour and 
quality, came publicly into Court to fupplicatc for her father ; 
and what were the eftc<Sts of her fupplications, and of the law in 
the mouth of the prifoner ? " Sir Thomas Arniftronir," falJ 
JefFeries, " you may ainufe yourfelf a*? much as you pleLift! with 
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<^_ the idea of your 'umocexice, but you are Xo be lia^ged nest 
«* Friday ;'* ajid, upon the natural cxdamation of a daughter aC 
this horrible outrage againft her parent, he faid, ^ t^ke that^VD- 
*' man out of Court ;" which {he anftvercd by a prayer, that Gal 
Ahnighty*s judgments might light upoi^him. Gendemeii^ tixj 
did ligl^t upon bim; ^nd when, ^er his death^ which ipoedi^ 
Ibllowcd this trapfa^iox^ the n^attex >va^ brought before Ac 
Houfe of Commons, under that glorious Revolution whicb is^ 
ferted throughout the proceedings befo^re you, ^e judgo^nt agajuft 
Sir Thomas Armftrong was declared to be a murder under cp* 
lour of juftice ! Sir Robert Sayiryei;, the Attomey-Geoeral, f9l 
cxpclkd the HoUfe of Commons for his mifdemqaj^wr in refiidqg; 
Ae Writ of Error ; yid the executors of Jefferies were affunandof 
to make compenfatioa to the widow and the daughter of the xfc^ 
ceafed. Thcfc are great monuoients of juftice % .and, ^l^ioea^ j( 
do by no means appiove of harfh exprcffion^ againft autbpijil^ 
which tend to weaken the holdings of focictyy yet let us ly^jpi 
beyond the mark in our rcftraints, nor fuppofe that mm M 
dangerouHy difafFe£l:cd to the gov^^mmpnt, becaufe diey kA } 
fort of pride and exultation in events which conftitute the di^t| 
jmd glory of their count4-y. 

Gentlemen, tliis rcfciitincnt againft ,the proceedings of the 
Courts in Scotland^ was not confined to thofe whp were ihc 
objects of them ; it was not confined even to die friends .of a 
Reform in Parliament — a benevolent public, in bot;h parts of J(be 
ifland, joined them in the complaint j and a gentleman of gre^ 
moderation, and a moft inveterate enemy to Parliamentary Jlc;- 
form, as thinking it not an improvement of the governoient, .but 
neverthclcfe a lover pf his country and its infultcd juftice, msjif 
the convidions of the Delegates the fubjcdl of a public enquiry: 
—I fpeak of my friend Mr. William Adam, who brought Acfc 
judgments of the Scotch Judges before the Houfe of Cqmmons-^ 
arraigned them as contrary to law, and propofcd tp reverfe theoi 
by the authority of Parliament, Let it not theq be matter of 
wonder, that tliefc poor men, who were the immediate vi£tin)S 
of this injuftice, and who faw their brethren expelled from their 
country by an unprecedented and queftionable judgment, ftoul4 
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$tcly like men, on the fubje<Sl, and expreTs themfdives as tfaey 
felt. 

Gendemen, amidft die various diftrefles and embarrafToients 
which attend my prefent fituation, it is a great confolation that I 
have marked fix>m the beguining, your vigilant attention and 
you capacity to underftfuid; it is, therefore, with the utmoft 
confidence that I aflc you a few plain queftions, arifing out of 
Ac vihole of thefe Scotch proceedings. 

In the firft place then, do you believe it to be poffiUe, that if 
Aefe men had really prqjeded the Convention as a traitorous 
iiTurpation of the authorities of Parliament, that (hey would have 
invited the Friends of the People, in Frith-ftreet, to affift them, 
when they knew that this Society was determined not to feek 
the Reform of the Conftitution-but by means that were confti- 
tutional, and from whom they could neither hope for fupport nor 
^nceahnent of evil purpofes ? 

I aik you next, if their dbjeds had been traitorous, would diey 
have given them, without di%uife or colour, to the public and 
to the government, in every common newipaper ? And yet it is 
^ far from bding a charge againft them, that they concealed 
their objefis by hypocrify or guarded cdhdud, that I have been 
driven to admit the juftice of the complaint againft them, fur 
linneoeflary inflammation and exaggeration. 

I afk you further, whether, if the proceedings, thus pubUfhed 
and exaggerated, had appeared to government, who knew every 
^ing belonging to them, in the light they reprefent them to yo^ 
to-day, they .could poffibly have flept over them with f^ch com* 
pleat indifference and filence ? For it is notorious, that after this 
jConvention had been held at Edinburgh ; after, in (hort, every 
tiling had been faid, written and tran&<9:ed, on which I am now 
commenting, and after Mr. Paine's book had been for above a year 
jn univerfel circulation ; aye, up to the very day when Mr, Grey 
gave notice, in the Houfe of Commons, of the intention of the 
Friends of the People for a Reform in Parliament, th^re was not 
^ven a fmglc indi£);ment on the file for a mifdemeanour ; but, 
ffqm that moment, when it was fceu that the caufe was not beat 
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down or abandoned, the Proclamation made its appearance^ ani 
all the proceedings that followed had their birth. 

I afk you, lalHy, Gentlemen, whether it be in human mtore^ 
that a few unprotedcd men, confcious in their own minds^ dat 
they had been engaged and detected in a deteftable rebellion tD 
^ut off the King> to deftroy the adminlftration of juftice, aal 
to fubvcrt the whole fabric of the government, fhould turn rouni 
upon their country, whofe ruin they had projedted, and yriuk 
inoft obvious juftice attached on them, complaining, forfootii, dat 
their Delegates, taken by Magiftrates, in die very suSk of High 
*7>eafon, had been harihly and illegally interrupted in a men- 
forious proceeding ? The hiftory of mankind never fumiihed aa 
inftance, nor ever will, of fuch extravagant, prepofterous, anl 
unnatural conduct ! No, no, Gentlemen ; all their hot blood 
was owing to their firm perfuafion, di£btcd by conlciool 
innocence, that the conduct of their Delegates had been l^i^ 
and might be' vindicated agfaiiift the Magiftrates who obftm&d 
them : In that they might be miftaken ; I am not arguing daft 
point at prefent : If they are hereafter indifted for a mifiie* 
meanour, and I am Counfel in that caufe, I will then teB yai 
what I think of it: Sufficient for the day is the good or evil of iff 
and it is fufficient, therefore, for the prefent one, that die legality 
or illegality of the bufinefs has no relation to the crime that il 
imputed to the prifoner. 

The next matter that is alleged againft the authors of die 
Scotch Convention, and the Societies which fupported it, i% 
their having fent addreffcs of friendfliip to the Convendoo rf 
France, Thefe addreffes arc confidered to be a decifive proof of 
Republican combination, verging clofcly in themfelves upoi 
an overt-aft of Treafon. Gendemen, if the dates of diefc 
addreffes are attended to, which come no lower down thaa 
November 1792, we have only to lament, that they are but the 
adls of private fubjecls, and that they were^not ianAioned by the 
State itfelf. The French Nation, about that period, under their 
new Conftitution, or under their new Anarchy, call it which yo« 
will, were neverthelefs moft anxioufly defirous of maintaining 
peace with diis country — But the King was advifcd to withdraw 
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Us Ambaflador from France, upon the approaching cataftro][Aie 
of its moft unfortunate Prince ; an event which, however to be» 
ckplored, was no jufti£able caufe of offence to Great-Britain. 
France defired nodiing but the r^eneration of her own goveriw 
naenty and if (he miftook the road of her profperity, what w^ 
tbat to us« 

* But it was alleged againft her in Parliament, that (he had 
introduced fpies amongft us, and held correfpondence with diiaf- 
fe£l!ed perfons, for the deftru6tion of our Conftitution ; this was 
the charge of our Minifter, and it was, therefore, held to be juft / 
and neceffary, for the fiifety of die country, to hold France at /" 
arm*s length, and to avoid the very contagion of conta<St with her 
ait the rifque of war. — But, Gentlemen, this charge againft' 
Fiaace was thought by many, to be fupported by no better 
proofs than thofe againft the prisoner. In the public corre* 
^ndence of the AmbaAador from the French King, and upon 
kis death from the .Convention, with his Majefty's Secretary of 
State, documents which lie upon the uble of the Houfe of Com* 
mons, and v/hkh may be made evidence in the cauie, the Exe- 
cutive Councel repelled, with indignation, all the imputations 
which to this very hour are held out as the vindications of 
quarreL ^ If there be fuch pertbns in England," (ays Monfieitr 
Chauvelin — ^ has not England laws to punifh them ; France 
• di&vows them-*fuch men are not Frenchmen.'* The fime 
correfpondence conveys the mod folemn aiTurances of friendfliip 
ibwn to the very end of the year 1792— ^a period fubfcquent to 
all the correfpondences and addrefles complained oL 

Whether thefe aflfurances were faithful or otherwife, whether ic 
would have been prudent to have depended on them or otherwife, 
vriiether die war was advifeable or unadvifeable, are quefiious 
ever which we have no jurifdiiStion ; I only defire to bring to 
your recoIleAion, that a man may be a friend to the rights oi 
bumanity and to the imprefcriptible Rights of focial Man, which 
is now a term of derifion and contempt, that he may feel to th^ , 
very foul for a nation befet by the fword of defpots, and yet be a, 
lnver of his own country and its cgnfUtutioa 

. • . GeiuJemcnt 

4 



( 279 T 

Gentlemen, die &me celebrated perfon, ot wliom I hare hal 
occafton to fpeak fo frequently, is the beft and brighteft ilbftia- 
tion of this truth. Mr. Burke, indeed, went a great deal fur- 
ther than requires to be preffed into the prefent argument; fir 
he niaintained the caufe of Juftice and of Truth, againft all the 
perverted authority and rafli violence of his country, and ea- 
preffed the feelings of a Chriftian and a patriot in the very beat 
of the American war; boldly holding forth our victories as de- 
feats, and- our fuccefles as calamities and difgraces. ^^ It is not 
«* inftantly,'* faid Mr. Burke, " that I can be brought t6 le- 
*^ joice, when I hear of the flaughter and captivity of longlilb 
•• of thofe names which have been familiar to my ears from mf 
^ infancy, and to rejoice that they have fallen under the fwod 
^ of ftrangers, whofe barbarous appellations I fcarcdy know 
*^ how to pronounce The glory acquired at the fFbite Plainp 
^ by Colonel Raille^ has no charms for me; and I £iirly acknoir- 
*' Icdg^, that I have not yet learned to delight in finding Ftrt 
«* Kniphaufen in the heart of the Britifh dominions.'^ If this 
had been faid or written by Mr. Yorke at Sheffield, or by iqr 
other Member of thefc Societies, heated with wine at the Globe 
Tavern, it would have been trumpeted forth as decifive^ideoce 
of a rebellious fpirit, rejoicing in the downfall of his country; 
yet the great author whofe writings I have borrowed liom, ap- 
proved himfelf to be the friend of his country at diat calamitous 
crifis, and had it pleafcd God to open the underflandin^ of our 
rulers, his wifdom might have averted the ftorms that are now 
thickciung aroucd us. We mufl not, therefore, be too ievere 
in our flrictures upon the opinions and feelings of men as they 
regard fuch mighty public queftions. The interefls of a nation 
may often be one thing, and the interefk of its Government 
another ; but the interefts of thofe who hold Government for the 
hour is at all times different from either. At the time many of 
the papers before you were circulated on the fubject of the war 
with France, many of the beft and wifeft men in this kingdom 
began to be driven by our fituation to thefe melancholy and dan- 
gerous reflections ; and thoufands of perfons, the moft firmly 
attach^ to the principles of our Conftitution, and who never 
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iPereMenibets df any of tkefe Societie%con(icliered and Aill confidei^ 
G'rcat-Bti«aiii( ZA the aggfcflbr againft France; they confidcred^ 
4nd ftill c^Cii&y thM (he had- a right to choofe a Government 
t» hetftAf^ tufii thtfc k wks contrary to the firft principles of 
Jflftkre, and, if ^fefliMe, iLVil moi^ repugnant to the geriiB of 
cur own free Conftitution, to combine with Defpots for her dc- 
ftrudHdh'*r afaid ^o kiidw^ but tHact the external prefliire upon 
TfisktiMf have been th^ ctfufe of that unheard of ftate of So^ 
<fety Which we' («dmplasft of; who knows btit that driven as file 
IM l>ecn^to tK6i^rion8*beyoaef th&orfnary vigour of a nation, it 
iW& not b^en th^ parent of that urmaturid and giant ftrengtb 
ivhich threatens the aufhorsr of it with perdition. 

Thefc are melancholy confiderations, but they may reafon- 
ably, arid' at all events be lawfully entertained. We owe obe- 
4iMde tti Government in our a£ltohs, but lurely our opinions 
•re' free. 

GdnthAWettV ^fiiirtg tlie order of tkhc, we arc arrived at 
bngth ^ Okf pibpbRtitm to hold sMofficfr Convention, vriiich^ 
with the fuppofed fupport of if by fbrCc, are the only overt afis 
ef High Tt^on charged upon this record. For, ftrangeasit 
ffitty ^pptsity there is no charge whatever before you of any one 
0I dio(b acts or writings^ the evidence of which confumed fo 
*lmy da]rs in reading, and which hts already nearly confumed 
my ftrength in only palling them in review before you. If every 
Sne andletti^of all the writings I have been commenting upon 
tl^e admitted to be traitorous machinations, and if the Con- 
tention- in Scodand was an open rebellion, it is conceded to be 
Mretgn €6 the prefent purpofe, unlefs as fuch criminality in them 
■light Ihew the views and objects of the perfons engaged in 
Adm:— -On that principle only the Court has over and over 
a^n decided' the evidence of them to be admiffible; and on the 
fsahe principle I have illuftrated them in their order -as they hap- 
pcnsdy that I fhight lead Ae priforter in your view up to the 
Vfcty point and moment when die Treafon is fuppofed to havq 
burft forth into the overt act for which he is arraigned before 
you« 

Gcndemeiiy die tran&cdon refpeeting this fecond Convene 
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IKHT, which coitftltutes the principal, or mare properijT'^ 
only overt act in the indictment, lies in the narrowefl: compafs^ 
and is douded with no ambiguity. We admit freely every ad 
which is nnputcd to us, and liften not (o much with fear af 
with curiofity and wonder, to the Tres^ fought to be coiH 
nected with it. 

You will recollect that the iirft motion towards the boldii^ 
9f a iecond Convention, originated in a letter to the prifboer 
from a Country Corrcfpondent, in which the legality of the 
&nner was vindicated, and its difperiion lamented :--^This 
letter was anfwered on the 27th of March, I794> and was read to 
you in the Crowns evidence in tfaele words : 

^ CiTizEK, " Aiafch 17, 1794* 

*^ I am dire£ted by the London CorrefpondiBg. Society ta 
<^ tranfmit the following Refolutions to the Society for Cooftit 
^ tutional Information, and to requeft the fentiments of dot 
^ Society refpefting the important meafures which die. prc&oC 
•* junflure of affairs feems to require. 

^^ The London Correfponding Society conceives that die mo* 
^ ment is arrived, when a full and explicit declaration is neoeflafy 
^ from all the friends of freedom — ^whether the late illegal and 
*' unheard of profecutions and fentences Jball determine us (0. 
^ abandon our caufe, or fhall excite us to purfue a radical Rcr 
^ form, widi an ardour proportioned to the magnitude of die 
^^ objed, and with a zeal as diftinguijbed on our parts as die 
^' treachery of others in the fame gkrious caufe is notorious. The 
" Society for Conflitutional Information is therefore required t/k 
^ determine whether or no they will be ready, when called upooi 
*' to aft in conjunftion with this and other Societies to $btaiH a 
^ fair reprefentation of the PEOPLE — whether they concur 
^ with us in feeing the necejftty of a fpeedy Convention^ for tht 
^ purpofe of obtaining in a conjlitutional and legal method^ a 
*' redrefs of thofe grievances under which we at prefent labour^ 
" and ivhich can only be effectually removed by a full and fair 
<' reprefentation of the people of Great-Britain. The London 
« Correfponding Society cannot but remind their friends that 
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* the prefent icrifis demands 2III the prudence, unanimity, and 
•* vigour, that may or can be exerted by MEN and Britons i 
^ nor do tHey doubt biit that manly firmncfs and confiftency will 
** finally, and fliejr believe fhortly, terminate in the full accom- 
•• plilhment of all Aeir wiihes. 

*« I ami FelloW-Citiieni 
•* (In my humble meafUre) 

** A firiend to the Rights of Man^ 
*« (Signed) T, HARDY, Secretary/' 

They tben i-efolve that there is no fecurity for the toritinuance 
of any right but in equality of laws 5 not in equality of property, 
the ridiculous bugbear hf which you are to be frightened into 
injuftice;---on thecontraryj throughout every part of the pro- 
ceedings, and moft emphatically in Mr. Ydrke's (jpeech, fo much 
rblied on^ thelbeneficial fubordinations of fociety, the fecurity of 
property, and the profperity of the landed and commerfcial in- 
terefts, art held forth as the vdry objefts to be attained by the 
Reform in the Rcprefeiltation which they fought for; 

In examining this firft moving tovirards a fecoAd Convention, 
the firft thing to be cdnfidered is, what reafon there is, from the 
letter I have juft read to you, or from any thing that appears to 
have led to it, to fuppofe that a different fort of Convention 
i^ras projefted from that which had been before aflfembled and 
difperfed. The letter fays another Britifh Convention i and it 
dfefcribeS the (ame objefts as the firft — compare all the papers 
for the calling this fecond Convention with thofe fox* affem- 
bling the firft, and you will find no difference^ except that they 
riiixed with them extraneous and libellous matter^ arifing ob- 
Vioufly fi-om the irritation produced by the failing of the tranf- 
pbrts with their brethren condemned to exile. Thefe papers 
have already been confidered, and feparated, as they ought to 
br, fi*om the charge; 

I will now lay before you all the remaining operations of 
this formidable confpiracy up to the prifoner's imprifonment 
ih the Tower. Mn Hardy having received the letter juft 
adverted to, regarding a fecond Convention, the Corre- 
i^nding Society wrote ^ letter of the 27th of M^y, and 
' Vol., ill* T v(V^Nd\ 
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which wa» found in his haxui-writing, ^ni is publUbed in dift 
flrft Report, page ii. This letter, encloiing the Refijution^ 
they had come to upon the fubje£ly was confidered by the Con* 
ftitutional Society on the next day,, the 28th of March, die or« 
dinary day for their meeting, when they fbntaa ajofwcrto the Cor- 
refponding Society, informing them that they had received their 
communication; that they heartily concurced with them in the 
objeAs they had in view, and invited them to fend a delegatioD 
of their members to confer with them on the fubjeA. 

Now what were the obje& they concurred in, and what was 
to be the fubje£l of conference between the Societies by their 
Delegates? Look at the letter which diiUn£Uy expie&s its 
obje£b, and the means by which they ibught to effe£l them:— 
Had thefe poormen (too nimierous to meet ail together,and there- 
ibre renewing the caufe of Parliamentary Reform hy deli^adoa. 
ft-om the Societies) any reafon to fuppofe that they were in- 
volving diicmfelves in the puns of Treafon, and that they were 
compaffing the King's deaths when they were redeeming {u 
they thought) his authority from probable down&Il and ruin? 
Had Treafon been imputed to the Delegates before I Had the^ 
imagining the death of the King ever been imagined by any 
body ? Or when they were profccuted for mifilemeanours, was 
the profecution confidcrcd as an indulgence conferred upoa 
men whofe lives had been forfeited ? And is it to be endured 
then in this free land, made free too by the virtue of our forc- 
tathers, who placed the King upon his throne to maintain this 
freedom, that forty or fifty thoufand people in the difierent parts 
of the kingdom^ alTembling in their little Societies to ipread 
ufeful knowledge, and to difFufe the principles of liberty, mdiidi 
the more widely they are fpread, thefurer is the condition of our 
free Government, are in a moment, without warning, without 
any law or principle to warrant it, and without precedent or 
example, to be branded as traitors, and to be decimated as vidUms 
for puniflunent ! 

Gentlemen, the Conftitutional Society having anfwered di^ 
letter of the 27th of March, in the manner I ftated to you 5 Com- 
mittces,' from each of the two Societies, were appouited to confer 
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fegcther. — The Conftitutional Society appointed Mf. Joycc?^ 
Mr. Kidd, Mr Wardle, and Mr. Holcroft, all indiSid ; anrf 
Mr. Sh'arpe, tfee cclebfated ei^raver, Aot indifled, but exa- 
mined as a witnefs by the croiWi; — Five were appointed by the 
Correfponding Society to meet thefe Gendemen, viz. Mr, 
Baxter, Mr. Moore, Mr. Thelwall, and Mf . Hodgfon, all in- 
diSed, and Mr. Lovatt, againft whom the bill was thrown out. 
Thefe Gentfemeil met at the hoUfe of Mr. Thelwall on the i ith 
of April, and thete pttblifhed the refoTutiohs already coihmentecf 
on, in conformity with the general objefts of the two Societies, 
expreffed' in the letter of die ijth of Mai'ch^ arid agreed to continue 
to ntefet on Monday's and Thurfday^s for further conference on 
the fubjefl. The firft Monday was the i^th of April, of whicK 
we have heard fo Aiuch, and no meeting waS held on that day ;— « 

• Ae firft Thurfday was the 17th of April, but there was no meet- 
ing; — the 2ift of April was die (econd Monday, but diere was 
ftill no meeting; — ^the 24th of April '^Jeas the fecond Thurfdayi 
when the five of the Correfponding Society attended, biit no* 

. body coming to meet them from die other, riothiiig of courfe was 
tranfa£led ; — on Moilday, die aStK of April,- three weeks after 
iheir firft appointment, this bloody aiid impatient band of coh- 
f^irators, feeing diat a convention bill wais in proje^ion, and that 
HelBanS were landing on our coafts, atlaft afiembled themielves ; 
and now we come to the point of a£lion« Gendemen, they met i 
diey (hook hands m& eachodier; they talked over the newf 
and die pleafures of the day; they wifhed one another a good 
evening, and retired to their homes. — ^It is in vain to hidie iti 
Aey certainly did all thefe things. The feme alarming fceiie waS 
repeated on the three following days of meeting, and on Mbriiay, 
May die I2di, would, but for the vigilance of Government 
have probably again taken place:— But on that day Mr. Hard/ 
was aitefted, his papers feized, and the confpiracy which pcN 
Vaded diis devoted country was dragged into the (ace of day^ 
To be ferious, Gendemen, you have literally the whole of 
it before you in the meedngs, I have juft ftated ; in which you 
find ten Gendemen, appointed by two peaceable Societies, coii- 
Verfiilg upon the fubjeft of a Conftituuonal Reform in Parlia^ 
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ment, publifiiing the refult of their deliberations, widiout an|l 
other arms than one^ fupper knife; which, when I come to 4e 
fubje<9: oif arms, I will, in form, lay before you.— Yet for this, 
and for this alone, you are afked to devote the prifoner before you, 
and his unfortunate ailbciates, to the pains and penalties of deadi, 
and not to death alone, but to the eternal ftigma and in&my of 
having conceived the deteftable and horrible deiign of diilblving 
the Government of their country, and of ftriking at the life of 
their Sovereign, who had never given offence to them„ nortoanj 
of his fubjedis. 

Gentlemen, as a confpiracy of this formidable extenfion,, which 
fiad no lefs for its obje£t than the fudden annihilation of all the 
cxifting authorities of the country, and of every thing that fup- 
ported them, could not be even gravely ftated to have an ex- 
iftence, without contemplation of force to give it effefi; it was 
abfolutely neceffary to imprefs upon the public mind, andtoefta* 
blifh, by formal evidence, upon the prefent occafion,, that fuch a 
force was adlually in preparation. — This moft important and in- 
difpenfible part of the caufe was attended with unfurmoimtable 
difficulties, not only from its being unfounded in &£):, but becaufe 
it had been exprefsly negatived by the whole condud of Govern- 
ment: — For although the motions of all thefe Societies hadbcea 
yatched for two years together; though their fpies had regu- 
larly attended, and collefted regular journals of their proceedings, 
yet when the fiift report was finifhed, and the Habeas Corpus 
Aft fufpended upon the foundation of the feds contained in it^ 
there was not to be found, from one end of it to the other, even 
the infinuation of arms ; I believe that this circumftance made a 
great impreffion upon all the thinking dilpaffionate part of the 
public, and that the materials of the firft report were thought to 
furnifli but a flender argument to fupport fuch a total eclipfe of 
liberty : No wonder then that the difcovery of a pike in the inter- 
val between the. two reports fhould have been highly eftimated. 
>,i 1 mean no refleftions upon Government, and only ftate the matter, 
y as a man of great wit very publicly reported it ; he feid Aat 

the difcoverer, when he firft beheld the long looked for pike^ was 
Uanfported beyond himfclf with enthufiafin and delight,, and that^ 
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?ie hung over the nifty inftrument with all the raptures of a fond 
mother, who embraces her firft born infant ^* and thanks her 
*« God for all ber travail pajfed:* 

Gendemen, in confequence of this difcovery, whoever might 
have the merit of it, and whatever tiie difcoverer niight have felt 
upon it, perfons were fent by Government (and properly fent) 
into all corners of the kingdom to inveftigate the extent of the 
"mifchiefj the fruit of this enquiry has been laid before you, and 
I pledge m3rfelf to fum up the evidence which you have had upon 
the fubjeft, not by parts, or by general obfervations, but in th« 
fame manner as the Court itfelf muft fum it up to you, when it 
lays the whole body of the proof with fidelity before you. 

Gentlemen, notwithHanding all the declamations upon French 
anarchy, I think I may fafely affert, that it lias been diftinSly 
proved, by the evidence, that the Sheffield people were for uni- 
verfal Reprefentation in a Britifh Houfe of Commons. This ap- 
pears to have been the general fentiment, with the exception oS 
one witnefs, whofe teftimony makes the truth, and bona fides 
of the fentiments for more ftrlking; the witnefs I aBude to 
(George Widdifon) whofe evidence I Ihall ftate in ' it's 
place, feems to be a plain, blunt honeft man, and by the bye, 
'wliich muft never be forgotten of any of them, the Crown's Vit- 
nefs. I am not Interefted in the veracity of any*of them, for (as I 
liave frequently adverted to) the Crown mUft taie^em forbettyr 
for worfe ; it muft fupport each witnefs, arid the whole body of 
Its evidence throughout. If you do not believe the whole of 
:what is proved by a witnefs, what confidence can you have in part 
of it, or what part can you feledl to confide in ? If you are de^ 
ceived in part, who fliall meafure the boundaries of the decep- 
tion? This man fays lie was at firft for univerfal fiiflFragej 
Mr* Yorke had perfuaded him, from all the books, that it was 
the beft ; but that he afterwards few reafon to think otherwife, 
and was not for going the length of the Duke of Richmond ; 
but that all the otTier Sheffield people were for the Duke's' plan; 
a fad confirmed by the crofs-examination of every one of the 
>vitneffes. You have, therefore, pofitively and diftinftly, upon 
the univerlal authority of the evidence of the Crown, the peoptfe 
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ef SheiReld, who are charged as at the head of a republican cqa« 
Ipiracy, proved to be ^flbciated on die very principles which, at 
different times, has diftinguiibed the moft eminent perfoni ja 
this kingdom } and the charge made upon them, widi regard to 
^tfpis, is cleared up by the fame univcrfal teftimony, 

Y014 recollq£t that, at a meeting held upon the C^e-hiU, thete 
Vf^TC tvvo parties in the country, and jit is loaterial to atlend t» 
what thefe two parties were. In confequence of the King's pro- 
clamation, a great number of honourable^ zealous perfons, who 
had been led by a thou&nd artifices to believe that there was ajuft 
caufe of alarm in the country, took very extraordinjary fteps for 
fupport of the magiftracy. The publicans were directed not to 
cnteruin perfons who were friendly to a reform of Parliament; 
and alarms of change and revolution pervaded the .country, 
•which became greater and greater, as our ears were hourly af- 
filed with the fucceffiye calamities of France, Others law 
• things in ai) pppoiite light, and oonfidered that thefe calamities 
l¥ere made the pretexj^ for extingii^iihing Britifb liberty ; heart- 
}>urmngs aroie between the two parties ; and fome, I am afraid 
^ great many, wickedly or ignor^ntly interpofed in a quarrd 
^Briiich s^eal had begun. The Societies were difturbed in their 
ipeetings, and eyen the private dwellings of many of their roem- 
ptrs were illc^y violated. It appears by the very evidence for 
.^e Qrpwp^ b^ wbidi the caufe muft ftand or fall, diat many of 
^e friends of refofm were daily infulted, their houfes threat^ 
Id be pulled 4own, and their peaceable meetings befet by pre- 
tended magiflrates, without the procefs of the law. Thefc pro- 
ceedings naturally fuggefted the propriety of having juros for 
felf-^dejFence, the firft ^d moft unqueftionable privilege of man, 
in or out of Society, and exprefsly provided for by the very 
letter of Engljfb law. It was ingenioufly put by die learned 
Counfel, in the examination qf ^ witncfs, that it was complained 
of among^ them, that very little was fufEcieht to obtain a war- 
rant from fome magiftrates, and that therefore it was as well 
to be provided for thofc who might have warrants as for thofc 
yrhp had no|ie. Gentlemen, I 4m too much exhaufted to purfue 
ff ^r|ue fn^h a diffe^cjice, even if it exifted upon the evidence^ 
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l^ecaufe if tiie Societies in queftion (however viifblcenly) con« 
ftderei their lO^etings to be legal, and the warrants to difturb 
them to be bejrond ihe authorky of Ae magiftrate to grant, they 
had a right, at the peril of Ac iegal confequences, to ftand upon 
their defence ; aad k is no tranfgreffion of the Jaw, mudi leTs 
High I'reafoa againft die King, to refift his oflScers whtn they 
paft the bouods of tlieir authority^ So nmch for the general 
cvidenoe of arms; and the fkft and laft time diajt even the name 
4if the prifoner is conneded with the fubjeft, is by a letter he 
reoeired fix)m a pexfon of the name of Dayifon* I am anidous 
jtfaat this part of the cafe fliould be diftin^y imderftood, and 
I will, tbereferei bring back f^ letter %o your attention. Tbc 
letter is as ^Bows; 

« Fellow Citizen, 

" The barefacJed ariftocracy of flie prefent Adminiftradon, has 
^ made it neceflary that we (hould be prepared to afl on the de- 
** fenfive, againft any attack they may command their newly 
^^ armed mmions to make upon us, A plan has been hit upon» 
** and, if encouraged fuificiefttly, will, no doubt, have Ae cf- 
^ fed, of fumifliing a quantity of pikes to the patriots, great 
^ enough to make them formidable. The blades are made of 
** fteel, tempered and poliflied after an approved fonxL They 
•* may be fijced into any fhafts (but fir ones are recommended) 
^ of the girt of Ae accompanying hoops at the top end, and 
9^ about an indi more at the bottom^ 

^ The blades and hoops (more dian whidi cannot propeily 
^ be fent to any great diftan^e) will be charged one (billing, 
» Money to be fent with the orders. 

^ As the inanition is in its in&ncy, inunediate encourage-^ 
* ment is neceflary^ 

^ Orders may he fenf U tbi Secreiary of the Sbeffieli Oenfti^ 

^ tutional Society. (Struck out.) 

« WCFJARD DAVISOK 
^ Sheffield, April %^ J794," 

Gentlemen, you muft recolle£| (for if it fhould cfcap^ yoU| 
It might make a great difference) that Davifco direfis the an* 
iwer to this lett^ tQ be fent to Robert Moody at Sheffield, tQ 
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ipreyrent Poft Office fuiplcion ; and that he alio endoies in it t 
fimilar one, which Mr. Hardy was to forward to Norwich, ia 
order that the Society at (hat place might provide pike$ for tbeni-> 
ielves in ihe fame manner that Payifon wa$ recommendii^ 
^rough Hardy, tp the people of London: now vAiSLt followed 
iipon |he priibner's receiving this l^^r? It is in evidence^ bj 
this very Mf^}^ tP w;hom the suifi^er was to be fenty and who 
was examined as a witnefs by the Crowp, that he i)ever r:eceiyed 
any anfwer to (he letter ; and, although there iy;as an imiverfil 
feizure of papers, no fuch letter, nor ^y otheri appeared tp 
^ve been written; and, what is more, the letter to Norwicii» 
from Dayidlbn, enclpfed in his letter to Hardy, was never for- 
warded, but was found in his cuftody when he was arrefted, throe 
weeks afterwards, folded up in the other, and unopened, as he 
received it* Good God ! what is become of die humane ianc- 
tuary of Englifli juftice— and where is the fenfe an4 meaning 
of the term proveably in the ftatute of King Edward — i( fiick 
evidence can be received agaihft an Engliih fubjed)^ on a trial for 
jhis life I If a man writes a letter to me about pikes, or abmit 
any thing elfe, can I help it ? And is it evidence (except to acquit 
me of fufpicion) when it appears that nothing is done upon 
It? Mr. Hardy never before correfponded with Davifonr-hc 
never defired him to write to him. How indeed could he deiireliia 
when his very exiftence was unknown to him ? He never re- 
turned an anfwer ; he never forwarded the enclofed tp Norwich; 
he never even communicated the letter itfelf to his own Society, 
although he was its Secretary, which fhewed he confideredit asdw 
unauthorized, officious correfppndence of a private man; hfi 
never afted upon it at all, nor appears to have regarded it as dan- 
gerous or iniportant, fiiice he neither deftroyed nor concealed it 
Gentlemen, I declare I hardly know in what language to cxpreft 
my aftoiiifhmenti that the Crown can afk you to fhed the blood 
of .the man at the tar upon fugh ifoundations. Yet this is the 
whole of the written evidence concerning arms; for the 'reihaini^ 
der of the plot refts, for its foundation, upon the parole evidence^ 
.the whole of which I (hall purfue with precifion, and not fuffcr 
« link of the diain to pafs unexamined, 
<■ • • • - . ^ •» Williani 
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* William Ganu^ was the firft witnefs : he fwore that ^9 
Sheffield Societies were frequently infulted, and threatened to b6 
difperefed ; fo that die people in general thought it neceflary to 
^defend themfdves againft jU^al attacks ; that die Juftices having; 
pfficioufly intruded themfelves into their peaceable and legal 
meetings, ihey thought they .had a right to be armed; but they 
did nQt cUim this right under die law (^ nature^ or by dicories 
of Goyernment, but as English subjects, under the Govern-^ 
jnient of England ; for they fay in their paper, which has been 
lead by the Crown dbat would condemn tbeiP) that they wer^ 
entitled by the Bill of Rights to be armed. Gentlemen^ 
they ftate tbeir title truly. The preamble of that flatute enu« 
snerates the ofiences of King James die Second, amongft die 
phief of whidi was, his caufing his fubjeds to be.difarmed, and 
fhen our anceftors claim this violated right as their indefeazible 
inheritance^ Let us therefore be cautious how we rufh to th6 
iconclufion, that men are plotting Treafon againft the King, be- 
caufe they are afTerting a right, the violation of whidi has been 
adjudged againft a King to be Treafon againft the people ; and 
let us not fuppofe that Englifh fubje£b are a banditti, for pre- 
paring to ^e{bi)d t^ejr legal liberties with pikes, becaufe pikes 
may have been accidentally employed in another country to de* 
firoy both liberty and law. Camage fajrs he was fpoken to by 
this Davilbn abou^ three dozen of pikes — ^what then ? He is die 
Crown's witneis, whom they offer to you as the witnefs of trudi, 
^md he ftarted with horror at the idea of violence, and fpoke widi 
yifible reyerence for the King; faying, God forbid that he 
{hould touch him, but who, neverthelefs, had a pike for himfelf. 
Indeed, the manlinefs, with which he avowed it, gave an addi- 
tional ftrength to his evidence — ^ No doubt," fa)rs he, " I had 
^ a pike, but I would not have remained an hour a member of 
^ the Society, i£ I had heard a fyUable that it was in the contem- 
^ plation of any body to employ pikes or any odier arms againft 
** the King or the Government. We meant to petition Par- 
*' liament, through the means of the Convention of Edinburgh, 
« thinking that the Houfe of Commons would liften to this ex- 
^< preilion of the general fentimetits of the people for it had 
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<< been thrown out, he feid, in ParHaiaent, that the people iA 
!' not defire it themfelves.'* 

Mr. Broomhead, whofe evidence I liave already commenled 
upon, a (edate, plain, fenfible mat^ (poke alfo of his aiicAioB 
ib the Government, and of tke infiilts and thr^ts which had hem 
^fiered to the people of Sheffidd: he fap, ^ I heard of anM 
^ on die Caftk-hill, but i( is fit this ihouki;be diftin^ 
<^ explained : a wicked hand-biUi to provoke and terrify te 
^ multitude, had been thrown about Ac town in the ii^ 
^ which caufed saltation in the minds of the people ; and it w» 
^ then fpoken of, as being the right of every individual, to hate 
^ arms for defence ; hut there was no idea ever ftarted of nr* 
^ ftfting^ much lefs of ^rttacking the Goveminent. I never 
^'f heard of fuch a thing. I fear God," iaid the wknfcfui << and 
^ honour the King; and would not have C(»ifented to fend % 
<^ Delegate to£dinhurgh, but for peaceable and legal purpofiss.^ 

The next evidence, upon the fubjed of arms^ is nrfwt is 
proved by Widdifon, to which I beg your pardculor atteiitio8| 
becaufe, if there be any reliance upon his teftimony, it puts in 
.md to every criminal imputation upon Davifon) through whom, 
^n the ftrange manner already obferved upon, Hardy could afone 
^ criminated. 

1 his man, Widdifon, vidfio was both a turner and hair-drefer, 
and who dreffcd Davifon's hair, and was his moft intimate ac- 
quaintance, gives you an account of their moft confidential con- 
veriatipns upon the fubjcit of the pikes, vrfien it is hnpoffibfe 
that they could be impofing upon one another; and he dechres, 
upon his folemn oath, that Davifon, without even the know- 
ledge or authority of the Sheffield Society, thinkii^ that the 
fame infuks might be offered to die London Societies, wrote the 
letter to Hardy, of his own head, as the witnds exprefled it, 
and that he, Widdifon, made the pike-fliafts, to the number of a 
dozen ?md an half; Davifon, he faid, was his cuftomcr ; he 
told him that people began to think themfelves in danger, and 
he therefore made the handles of the pil^es for fale, to the num- 
ber of a dozen and an half, and one likewife for himfelf, widiout 
conceiving that h^ pftcnded againft any law, « I love the 
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* King,*' did Widdifon, ^ as much as any man, and all tlie 
^ people I aflbdated witb, did die fame ; I would not have (laid 
** with them if they had not : — Mr. Yorke often told me pii- 
^ vatdy, that be was for univer&l reprefentation, and h were 
** we all-^the Duke of Richmond's plan was our only objeS:/* 
This was the witnels who was {hewn die Duke's letter,, and 
fpoke to it as being circulated, and as the very creed of die So- 
cieties. 

Gentlemen, this evidence fiiews, beyond all doubt, the ge- 
nuine fentiments of thcfe people, becaufe irconfifts of their moft 
.confidential communications with one another ; and the only an- 
fwer, therefore, that can poffibly be given to it is, that the 
witnejSes, who deliver it, are impofmg upon the Court. But 
this (as I have wearied you with reiterating) the Crown cannot 
.lay ; for, in that cafe, their whole proof falls to the ground to- 
gether, fince it is only from thcfe witnefles that the very exiftence 
of thefe pikes and their handles come before us ; and, if you fufpedl 
their evidence in part, for the reafons already given, it muft be 
in toto rejeded My friend is fo good as to fumifh me with this 
further obfervation ; diat Widdifon £ud he had often heard thofe, 
who called themfelves Ariftocrats^ &y, diat if an invafion 
of the the country ihould take place, they would begin with 
ideftrc^ing their enemies at home, that they might be unanimous 
in the defence of their country, 

John Hill was nesct called : he is a cuder, and was employed 
>y Daviibn to make the blades for the pikes ; he iaw die letter 
.whif h was fent to Hardy, and knew that it was fent, left there 
ihould be the fame call for defence in London, againft illegal 
Attacks upon the Societies ; for that at Sheffield they were daily 
infultedy and that the oppofite party came to his own houie, 
fired muikets. under the door, and threatened to pull it down ; 
he fwears diat they were, to a man, ^ithful to the King, and 
that the reform propofed was in the Conunons Houfe of Par- 
liament. 

John Edwards was called, further to connedl the prifoner widi 
ibis combination of force ; but fo hx from eftablifhing it, he 
^wore, upon bis cyois-cyaminatiqpj diat his only reafon for going 

to 
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to Hardy's wa<!, that he wanted a pike for his own defencfc, 
without conneftion with Davidfon, or with Sheffield, and widi- 
out concert or correfpondence with any body. He had heard^ 
he &id, of the violences at Sheffield, and of the pikes that had 
been made there for defence ; that Hardy, on his application, 
fhewed him the letter which, as has appeared, he never fhewed 
to any other perfon. 

Gentlemen, this is the whole fum and fubftance of the evi- 
dence which applies to the charge of pikes, after the clofeft in- 
veftigatiori, under the fanftion, and by the aid of Parliament it- 
felf ; evidence which, fo far from eftablifhing die fadl, would 
have been a fetisfaSory anfwer to almoft any teftimony by whidi 
fuch a feft could have been fupported : for in this unparalleled 
proceeding, the prifoner's Counfel is driven by his duty to dwell 
upon the detail of the Crown's proofs ; becaufe the whole body 
ef it is the conipletefl anfwer to the indiftment which even a free 
choice itfelf could have felefted. 

Greritlemen, it is furtiier worthy of your attention, that, aft 
4ar as the evidence proceeds, from thefe plain, natural fources^ 
which the Crown was driven to, for the necefTary foundation of 
the proceedings before you, it has been fimple, uniform, natural, 
and confiftcnt 5 and that whenever a different completion was 
to be given to it, it was only through the medium of Ipies and 
informers, and of men, independently of their infamous tradei 
of the mofl abandoned and profligate charafters. 

Gentlemen, before I advert to what has been fwom by Ais 
defcription of perfons, Iwill give you a wholefbme caution con-r 
ceming them, and, having rid elocjuence of my own to enforce it^ 
I will give it to you in the language of the fame Gentleman w6ofe 
works are always feafonable, whbn moral or political leflbns are 
to be rendered delightful. Look then at the* pifture of fociety, 
as Mr. Burke has drawn it, under the dominion of Spies and 
Informers : I fay under their dofninton^ for a refort to fpies may, 
en occafions, be juflifiable, and their evidence, when confirmed 
may deferve implicit credit : But I fay under the dominron of fpks 
and informers, becaufe the cafe of the Crown mufl fland alone 
upon their evidence, and upon thfeir evidence, not only unconfirmed^ 
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Viit in dired cdntradidtion to every witnefs, hot an informer dr a 
Ipy, and in a cafe too where the truth, whatever it is, lies 
within the knowledge of forty or fifty thoufand people, Mr; 
Burke iays-^I believe I can remember it without reference to 
the book, 

*V A mercenary informer knows no diftin^Hon^ Under fuch 
^ afyftem, die obnokioiis people areflaves, not only to the Go- 
** vernment, but they live at the mercy of every individual^ 
^ they are at once the flaves of the whole community, and <sf 
^ every part of it ; and the worft and moil unmerciful men aie 
^ thofe on whofe goodnefs they moft depend. 

^ In this fituadon men not only fhrink from the frowns oF a 
^} fiern Magiftrate, but are obliged to fly from their very fye^. 
^ cies« The feeds of deftrudion are fown in civil inteiacaudb 
^ and in focial habitudes. The blood of wholefome kindred is 
^ infeded. The tables and beds are fiirrounded with ihares. 
^ All the means given by Providence Co make li& &fe aadi 
^ qomfortable, are perverted into inftruments of terror ani 
^ torment This fpecies of universal iubferviency that makes 
^ the very iervant who waits behind yottr chair, the arbiter <f 
^ your life and fortune, has fuch a tendency to degrade ani 
^ abafe mankind, and to deprive them of that afiured and-iibersi 
^ ftate of mind which alone can make us what we ought to hc^ 
^ that I vow to God, I would fooner bring myfelf to put a 
^ man to immediate death for opinions I difliked, and totoipt 
^ rid of the man and his opinions at once, than t£> fret him wiidi 
^ a feveriih being, tainted with the jail diftemper of a contagia^^ 
^ fervitude, to keep him above ground, an animated mafs isf 
^ putre&dtion, corrupted himfelf, and corrupting all about^ 
« him." 

. Gentlemen, let me 'bring to your recoBed^n die department' 
^f the iirft of this tribe, Mr. Alexander, who could not in 
Jbalf anhour even teU where he had lived, or why he had left hfs 
oiaften — Does any msui beliove that he had forgotten theie moft 
recent trania<^ions of his life ? Certainty not — but his hiftory 
would have undone his credit, and muft therefore be concealed 
He had lived with a linen-drs^r, whofe addreis we could icarcdy 
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get from him, and they had parted becaufe they had w<»Js:--^ 
What were the words ? We were not to be told that. H« thea 
went to a Mr. Killerby's, who agreed with him af twenty-five 
guineas a year ;— Why did he not ftay there ? He "was ob)%d^ 
it feems, to give up this lucrative agreement,, becaufe he vm 
obliged to attend here as a witnefs. 

Gentlemen, Mr. Kilkrby lives only in Holborn^ smd was h^ 
obliged to give up a permanent engagement with a tradefinsn id 
Holborn, becauie he was obliged to be abfent at the OM BtSkf 
for five minutes in one fingle day ? I zfked him if he had told 
Mr. White, the Solicitor for the Treafury, who woiM m* 
have been fo cruel as to deprive a man of his breads by keeping 
him upon attendance which might have been avoided by a parti- 
cular notice. 

Gentlemen, the thing fpoke for itfelf— he had never told Mr. 
White : But had he ever told Mr. Kilterby i For how eUe eouU 
he know that his place was inconfiftent with his engagentieii^ 
upon this trial : — No, he had never told him !-^How Aeri 
did he colled); that his place was inconfiftent with his duty heie?' 
— This queftion never received any anfwer. You &w hoiT' 
he dealt with it, and how he ftood ftammering, not <hriiig to 
lift up his coujitcnance in any direcUon, confufed, difconcertcc^ 
and confounded. 

Driven from the accufation upon the fubjeft of pikes, and even 
from the very colour of accufation, and knowing that nodriif 
was to be done without the proof of arms, we have got Am 
miferable, folitary knife, held up to us as the engine which wis 
todeflroythe Conftitution of this Country; and Mr.. Groves, 
an Old Bailey Solicitor, employed as a fpy upon the occafion, 
has been feledted to give probability to this monftrous abfurdity, 
by his refpeftable evidence. I underfland that this feme Gen- 
tleman has carried his fyflem of fpying to fuch a pitch as to 
practice it fince this unfortunate man has been ftanding a pri- 
foner before you, proffering bimfclf, as a friend, to the Committee 
preparing his Defence, that he might difcover to the Crownf 
the materials by which he meant to defend his life. 

pentlemen, I flate this only from report, and I hope in Gocf 
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a l,.am miftaken) for human nature ftarts back appalled fronfl 
i fuch atrocity, and {brinks and trembles at the very ftatement of 
H it; But as to the perjury of this miicreant) it will appear palp- 

■ able beyond all queftion, and he ihall anfwer for it in due fea« 
I fiuu This witnejb. teHs you he attended at Chalk Farm, and 

that diere, forfoodi, amongtt about feven of eight thouiand pea* 

■ pie, he £iw two or three perfons with knives : — He might, I 

■ Ihould dunk, have feen many more, as hardly any man goes 
I iritfaout a kmfe of (bme fort in his pocket. He afked, however, 
r it ieems, where they got thefe knives, and was dire&ed to Green, 
7 a hair-drefier, who deak befides in cutlery, and accordingly this 
-_ notable Mr« Gfoves went (as he t(dd us) to Green's, and afked 

to purchafe a knife } when Green in anfwer to him £ud, ^ Speak 

* low, for my wife is a danm'd Ariftocrat." — This anfwer was 

iworn to by the wretch,- to give you- the idea that Green, who 

*" l^id the knives to fell, was confcious that he kept them for an 

. illsgal and wicked purpofe, and that they were not to be fold in 

public The door, he iays, being a-jar, the mandefired him 

to fpeak low, from whence he would have you underftand that 

it was becaufe this Ariibocratic wife was within hearing. This, 

Gentlemen, is die teftimonyof Groves, and Green himfelf is 

caOed as the next witnefs; and called by whom ? Not by me— 

I know nothing <^ him, he is the Crown's own witnefs. He is 

cdled to confirm Groves's evidence; but^ not being a fpy^ he 

dsckured folemnly upon his oath, and I can confirm his evidence 

by feveral refpeSable people, diat the knives in queftion lie 

conftaady, and lay then in his open (hop window, in what is ' 

GaUed die (hew glafs, where Cuders, like other tradefmen, ex- 

ppiie their ware to public view; and that the knives differ in 

nothing fircmi others publickly fold in the Strand, and every other 

ftreec in Lrondon;-*-that he befpoke them irom a rider, 1^0 

came round for orders in the ufual way; that he fold only fi>ur- 

teen in all» and that they were made up in litde packets, one of 

which Mr* Hardy had, who was to choofe one for himfelf, but 

four more were found in his pofleffion, becaufe he was arrefted 

before Green had an opportunity of fending for them. 

GrndemcB, I think the pikes and knives are now compleady 

jl diO^fed. 



cSfpbred of; but fomething was faid alfo abouf guns ; let iisj 
therefore, fee what that amounts to.-— It appears that Mr; 
Hardy was applied to by Samuel WiUlams, a gun engraver, viU 
was not even a member of any fociety, and who alked him n 
he knew any body who wanted a guii-r-Hardy faid he^did not; 
and undoubtedly upon the Crown's own (hewing) it muft be 
taken for granted that if at that time he had been acqu^nted 
with any plan of armings he would have given a diflFerent an- 
fwer, and would have jumped at the offer :-^Abottt a fortnight , 
afterwards, however, (Hardy in the interval having become ac« \ 
quainted with Franklow) Williams called to buy a pair of ihoeS| ; 
and then Hardy, recolleAing his former application, referred 
him to Franklow, who had in the moft public manner raifed 
the forty men^ who were called the Loyal Lambeth Ailbciation: 
So diat in order to give this tranfaf^ion any bearing upon Ac 1 
diarge, it became neceffary to conflder Franklow's Aflbdaticli f| 
as an armed confpiracy againft the Government; though dxf 
forty people who compofed it were colledted by publt<: advertife-' 
ment; though they were enrolled under public articles; and 
though Franklow himfelf, as appears from the evidence^ at- 
tended publickly at the Globe Tavern in his uniform, whilff tte 
cartouch boxes. and the other accoutrements of thefe fecret con- 
fpiratorSj lay openly upon his ihop-board expofed to the open 
view of all his cuftomers and neighbours. This ftory, therefore^ i 
is not lefs contemptible than that which you muft have all heard 
concerning Mr. Walker, whom I went to defend at Lancafler, 
where that refpefiable Gentleman was brought to trial upon fudi 
a trumped up charge, fupported by the folitary evidence of one 
Dunn, a moft infamous witnefe: But what was the end of dnt 
profecution: — I recoUedl it to the honour of my friend, Mr. 
Law, who conduced it for the Crown, who knowing that dicre 
where perfons whofe paflions were agitated upon thefe fubjeds at 
that moment, and that many perfons had enrolled diemfelves in 
focieties to refift confpiracies againft the Government, behaved 
in a moft manful and honourable manner, in a manner, indeed, 
which the public ought to know, and which I hope it never wiB 
forget : He would not even put me upon my diallenges to fuch 
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pertons, but withdrew them from the pannel ; and when he faw 
the complexion of the affair, from the contradiftion of the in- 
£unous witnefs whofe teftimony fupported it, he honourably gave 
up the caufe. 

Gentlemen, the evidence of Lynam does not require the (ame 
contradiftion which fell upon Mr. Groves, becaufe it deftroys itfdf 
by its own intrinfic inconfiftency ; I could not, indeed, ifJt 
were to ikve my life, undertake to ftate it to you. It lafted, I 
diink, about fix or feven hours, but I have marked under dif- 
ferent parts of it^ paflages fo grofsly contradiftory, matter (6 
impofl^ble, foinconfiftent widi any courie of conduct:, that it mil 
be fufficient to bring thefe parts to your view, to deftroy all the 
reft. But let us firft examine in what manner this matter^ 
fuch as it is, was recorded. — He profeffed to fpeak from notes, 
yet I obferved him frequently looking up to the deling whilft 
he was fpeaking ;-— when I iaid to him, are you now fpeaking 
from a note? Have 3rou got any note of what you are now faying ? 
tie anfwered; oh no, diis is from recoUe^on. — Good God 
Almighty! RecoUefHon mixing itfelf with notes in a cafe of 
High Treafim.- — He did not tttn take down the words---nay, 
to do die man juftice, he did hdt even alFe£l to have taken th6 
worisj bul only the fubftance, as he himfelf ekpreffed it— O ex- 
celleht evidence I The fubftance of words taken down by a fpy, 
and fupplied, wfa^n deie£bive, by his memory. But I muft not 
call hitn a fpy; for it feems he tbok diem bona fide as a Delegate, 
and yet bona iide as an informer ;---what a happy combinatioti 
tf fMelity ! fiudiful to ferve, and faithful to betray. Corre£t 
to record for die builnefs of the Society, and correA to difTolve 
and td purdlh it.-— What after all do the notes amount to ? 1 
WiB advert to the parts I alluded to — diey were, it feems, to go 
td Frith-fltreet, to fign the Declatadon of the Friends of the Li- 
fcftty X)f the Prefs, vrtiith lay diere already figned by betweert 
tw^itty and thirty Members of the Houfe of Commons, and 
many other refpe£bble and opulent men, and then they were to 
begib civil confufion, and the King*s Head and Mr. Pitt*s 
were to be placed on Temple Bar. Immediately after which 
we find theili refolving tmammoufly to thank Mr. Wharton for 
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hi* fpeech to fupport the Gloripus Revolution of i6£8, which 
fupports the very throne that was to be deftroyed ! which fame 
fpeech they were to circulate in thouiands for the ufe of the 
Societies throughout the kingdom. Such incoherent, impoffible 
matter, proceeding from fuch a fource,. is unworthy of all further 
concern. 

Gentlemen, thus driven out of every thing which relates to 
arms, and from every other matter which can poifibly attach 
upon life,, they have recourfe to an expedient, which, I declare, 
fills my mind with horror and terror : It is this — ^The Corrc- 
fponding. Society had (you recoUeft) two years before, fent 
Delegates to Scotland, with fpecific inftruftions, peaceably to 
purfue a Parliamentary Reform ; when the ConventiQa which 
they were fent to was difperfed they fent no others — ^for they 
were arretted when only confidcring of the propriety of another 
Convention. It happened that Mr. Hardy was the Secretary 
during the period of thefe Scotch proceedings, and the letters 
coniequently written by him, during that period, were all official 
letters from a large body^ circulated by him in point of form. 
When the propofition took place for calling a fecond Con- 
vention, Mr. Hardy continued to be Secretary, and, in diat 
charadler, figned the circular letter read in the courfe erf the 
evidencce, which appears to have found its way, in the courfe of 
circulation, into Scotland : This fingle circumftance has 
been admitted as the foundation of receiving in evidence againft 
the prifoner, a long tranfaftion imputed to one Watt, at Edin- 
burgh, whofe very exiftence was unknown to Hardy. This 
Watt had been employed by government as a fpy, but at laft 
caught a Tartar in his fpyfhip j for, in endeavouring to uj^ 
innocent men to a projcdl which never entered into their ima- 
ginations, he was obliged to fhcw himfelf ready to do what he 
recommended to others ; and the tables being turned upon huii» 
he was hanged by his employers. This man Watt read firom 
a paper defigns to be accomplifhed, but which ^|le never intended 
to attempt, and the fuccefs of which he knew tci^.be vifionary: — 
To fuppofe that Great-Britain could have been deftroyed by 
fuch a rebel as Watt> would be, as Dr. Johnfon Ifcys, to cxpc& 

\ that 



t a great city might be drowned by the ovetftowing of its 
inels. But whatever might be the peril of Watt's coiifpiracyv 
at had Hardy to do with it ? The people with Watt were five 
fix people^ wholly unknown to Hardy, knd not members of 
r fociety of which Mr. Hardy was a member : I vow to God, 
refore, that I cannot exprefs what I feel, when I am obliged 
ftate die eviden<ie by which he li fought to be affcfted.— ^A 
er, viz. the circular letter figned by Hardy for calling another 
nvention, is fhewn to George Rofs^ who fays he received it 
n one Stock, who belonged to a Society which met in 
[:holfon-ftreet^ In Edinburgh^ and that he fent it to Pertb^ 
athaven, and Paifley^ and other places in Scotland ) and die 
;le unconned:ed evidence of diis public letter^ finding its way 
) Scotland, is made die foundation of letting in the whole 
lence, which hsutged Watt, agalnft Hardy, vdio never knew 
1. Government hanged its own fpy in' Scodand upon that 
fence, and it maj^ be fuHicient tividente for diat purpofe : Z 
I not argue the cafe Df a dead man, and, above all, of fudili 
1 ; but I will fay, diat too much money was fpent upon this 
formance, as I think it coft government about fifty thoufand 
nds. M^Ewen fiiys, that Watt read from a paper to a 
imittee of fix or feveii people, of which he, die witnefe, wafc 
lember, that Gendemen, refiding in the country, were not to 
^e dieir habitations, under pain of death ; that an attack was 
be made in die manner you remember^ and that the Lord 
kice Clerk and the Judges, were to be cut ofF by thefe men 
buckram ; and then an Addrefs was to be fent to the King^ 
ring him to difmifs his Minifters and to put an end to the 
', or that he might expeft bad confequences* What is aU 
to Mr. Hardy? How is it poffible to affed him with any 
t of this ? Hear the fequd, and dien judge for yourfelves.-^ 
. Watt faid, i. e. the man who is hanged, faid, after reading 
paper, that he. Watt, wiflied to correfpond with Mr; Hardy in 
k manner ; fo that becaufe a ruifian and a fcoundred^ whom 
■vcr heard or faw, chufes, at die diftance of 400 miles, to 
that he wijhes to correj^ond with itw, I am to be Involved in 
guilt of his a&ioas I It is not proved, or infiniuted, that 
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Mr. Hardy ever Taw, or heard of* or knew, that fuch men were 
in being as Watt or Downie : Nor is it proved, or aflerted, that 
any letter was, in kStj written by either of them to Hardyi or 
to any odier perfon : No fuch letter has been found in hit pot 
f jiSon, nor a trace of any conne£tion between diem and any 
member of any Englifli Society : — ^The truth I believe, is, dttt 
nothing was intended by Watt but to entrap others to obtain a 
reward for hxmfelf, and he has been amply and juftly rewarded. 
Gentlemen, I deiire to be underftood to be making no attacks 
upon Government ; I have wiibed, throughout the whole cauft^ 
diat good intentions may be imputed to it, but I really confeft 
that it requires fome ingenuity for Government to account for 
the original exiftence of all diis hiftory, and its fubfequent appli- 
cation to the prefent trial. They went down to Scotland, after 
the arreft of the prifoners, in order, Ifuppofe, tfaatwenug^tbe 
taught the law of High Treaibn by the Lord Juftice Clerk of 
Edinburgh, and that there fliould be a fort of rehear£d to teadi 
.the peoplp of England to adminifter Englifh laws : For, after 
all this expence and preparation, no man was put upon his trial, 
nor even arraigned under the fpecial commiffion in Scotland, 
but thefe two men i one for reading this paper, and the other 
for not difTenting fix>m it when it was read ; and, with regard to 
this laft unfortunate perfon, the Crown thought it indecent^ as 
it would indeed have been indecent and fcandalous, to execute 
the law upon him ; ^s a gentleman upon his Jury faid, he would die 
xatber than convidl Downie without a recommendation of mer- 
cy, and he was only brought over to join in the verdi£l, under 
the idea that he would not be executed, and, accordingly, he has 
not fufFcred execution. If Downie then was an obje<% of mercy, 
w rather of juftice, though he viras in the very room with V/att, 
And heard diftin£tiy the propofition, upon what poi&ble ground 
«an they demand the life of the Prifoner at the bar, on account 
of a connefiion with the very lame individual, though he never 
correfponded with him, nor faw him, nor heard of him, and to 
(Whofe very being he was an utter ftranger ? 

Gentlemen, ic is impoffible for me to know what impreflion this 
4^bfervatiai makes upon you, or upon the Court i but I declare 
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I am deeply imprefied with the application of It. How it a 

msLn to defend hisifelf againft fuch implications of guilt ?— -^ 

Which of us all would be (afe, (landing at the bar of God or 

Man, if he were even to anfwer for all his. own expreffions^ 

without taking upon him the crimes or rafhnefles of others ? 

That poor man has^ indeed, none of his own to anfwer for : 

Yet how can he ftand fafely in judgment before you, if, in a 

ibifen of alarm and agitation, with the whole preflure of Go- 

▼eniment trpon him, your minds are to be diftra£bd with qri- 

minating materials brought from (o many quarters, and of an 

extent which mocks all power of difcrimination? I am con- 

feious that I have not adverted to the thoufandth part of them ; 

y^t I am finking under &tigue and weaknefs — I am at this 

moment fcarcely able to ftand up whilft I am fpeaking to you^ 

deprived as I have been for nights together of every thing that 

«kierves the name of reft, repofe, or comfort I therefore 

Imfien, whilft yet I may be able, to remind you once again of 

llie great principle into which all I have been faying refolves 

itfelf. 

Gentlemen, my whole argumeilt tlien amoimts to no more 
6um this, that before the crime of ccmipaffing th£ kino's 
OE ATH can be foimd by youj the Jury^ whofe province it is to 
judge of its exiftence, it muft be believed by you to have exifled 
in point of £u9:. 

Before you can acQudge a fact, you mujt believe /V— not 
fttiped it, or imagine it, or fancy it,-^BUT beiibvk it — and it 
is impoffible to imprefs the human mind widi fuch a reafonable 
fuid certain belief, as is neceflary to be imprefied^ before a 
Cbriftian man can adjudge his neighbour to thtf finalleft penalty, 
onidi lefs ta the pains of death, without having fucK evidence as 
a- reafora^ile mind will accept of, as the in&Uible teft of truth. 
And what is that evidence ? — Neither more or Ijds ihw that 
vAMx die conftitution has eftabliihed in the Courts, fai? the ge«. 
neral admi£on of juftice ^ namely, that the evidence convinces 
the Jury, beyond all reafonable doubt, that the criminal intention^ 
conftituting the crime,, exift^ in the nuni of tlle^ t»irk upon 
tfial^ and widtfac naua ffap%t>l hit cMdufiU Thr ifulea o£. 
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evidence, as they are fettled by law, and adopted in its genod 
adminiftration, are not to be over-ruled or tampered with. They 
are founded in the charities of religion — in the philofbphy of ibt 
ture — in the trudis of hiftory, and in the experience c^commoD 
life I and whoever ventures rafiily to depart from them, let him 
remember that it will be meted to him in the fame meafuif^ aol 
that both God and man will judge him accordingly. 

Gentlemen, thefe are arguments addrefled to your reaibns and 
confcicnces, not to be fhaken in upright minds by any precedent 
for no precedents cimfandify injuftice:*-- If they could, every 
human right would long ago have been extinft upon the earth. 

If the State Trials in bad times are to be feardied for piece* 
dents, what murders may you not commit ; what law of humanity 
may you not trample upon ; what rule of juftice may you not 
violate; and what nuucim of wife pdicy may you not abrogate 
and confound ? 

If precedents in bad times are to be implicitly followed, wiiy 
Ihould we have heapd any evidence at all ? You might have coor 
vided without any evidence, for many have been fo convi&d| 
and in this manner murdered, even by a£is of Parliament. 

if precedents in bad times are to be followed, why ihould d» 
Lords and Commons have invieftigated thefe charges, and die 
Grown have put them into this courfe of judicial trial ? Since, 
without fuch a trial, and even after an acquittal upon one, they 
might have attainted all the prifoners by a<Sl Parliament ; — Aey 
did fo in the cafe of Lord Strafford. There are precedents, there- 
fore, for all fuch things ; but fuch precedents as could not for a 
moment furvive the times of madnefs and diftra£iion, ndiidi 
gave them birth, but which, as foon as the fpurs of the occafiool 
were blunted, were repealed, and execrated even by Parliaments 
which (little as I may think of the prefent) ought not to be com- 
pared with it : — Parliaments fitting in the darknefs of former 
times, — in the night of freedom, before the principles of Go- 
vernment were developed, and before the Conftitution became 
fixed. 

The laft of thefe preeedents, and all the proceedings upon it, 
yrere ordered to be taken off the file an^ bum^ to tbe intent (hat 

tfai 
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tlie &me might no longer be vifible in after ages ; an order, 
dictated, no doubt, by a pious tendetnefs for national honour, and 
meant as a charitable covering for the crimes of our fathers. — But 
it was a fin againft pofterity ; it was a treafon againft fociety, — 
for inftead of commanding them to be burnt, they fhould rather 
have directed them to be blazoned in large letters upon the walls 
of our Courts of Juftice, that like the charaftexs, decyphered by 
the prophet of God, to the Eaftern tyrant, they.might enlarge and 
blacken in your fights, to terrify you fromafts of injuftice. 

In times, when the whole habitable earth is in a ftate of change 
and fluduadon, when deferts are ftarting up into civilized em* 
pires around you, and when men, no longer flaves to the preju- 
dices of particular countries, much lefs to the abufes pf particular 
Governments, enlift themfelves, like the citizens of an enlight- 
ened world, into whatever communities their civil liberties may 
be beft protected; it never c^n be for the advantage of this 
country to prove, that the ftrift, unextended letter of her laws, is 
no fecurity to it? inhabitants. On the contrary, when fo danger- 
ous a lure is every where holding out to emigration, it will be 
found to be the wifeft policy of Great Britain to fet up her happy 
Conftitution, the ftrift letter of her guardian laws, and the proud 
condition of equal freedom, which her higheft and her loweft fub - 
jefts ought equally to enjoy; it will be her wifeft policy to fet 
yp thefe firft pf human bleflings againft thofe charms of change 
and novelty which the varying condition of the world is hourly 
difplaying, and which may deeply affefl: the population and 
profperity of our country. In times when the fubordination to 
authority is laid to be every where but too little felt, it will be 
found to be' the wifeft policy of Great-Britain, to inftil into the 
governed an almoft fuperftitious reverence for the ftrift fecurity 
of the laws ; which, from their equality of principle, beget no 
jealoufies or difcontent 5 which, from their equal adminiftration, 
can feldom work injuftice ; and which, from the reverence growing 
out of their mildnefs and antiquity, acquire a ftability in the ha- 
bits and afFeftions of men, far beyond the force of civil obliga- 
tion : Whereas fevere penalties, and arbitrary eonftruflrions of 
I^W^ \pXi^K^ for fecurity, lay the foundations of alienation from 
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every hunian Government, and have been the c^ule of all the 
calamities that have come, and are coming upon the earth«- 

Gentlemen, what we read of in books makes but a feint im- 
preffion upon us, compared to what we fee paffing under our 
eyes in the living world. I remember the people of another 
country, in like manner, contending for a renovation of tbdr 
conftitution, fometimes illegally and turbulently, but ftill de- 
voted to an honeft end ; I myfelf faw the people of Brabant b 
contending for the ancient conftitution of the good Duke of Bur* 
gundy ; How was this people dealt by ? — All, who were only 
conteiKling for their own rights and privikge^ were fuppofed to 
be of courfe difaffefted to the Emperor :— They were handed 
Qver to Courts conftituted for the emergency, as this is, and the 
Emperor marched his army through the country till all was 
peace ;— but fuch peace as there is in Vefuvius, or -ffitna, the 
very moment before they vomit forth their lava, and rdl their 
conflagri^tions over the devoted habitations of mankind : When 
the French approached, the fatal efFeds were fuddenly feen of a 
Government of conftraint and terror 5 the well aiFe£te4 were 
difpirited, and the difafFefted inflamed into fury. At that mo- 
ment the Arch-Duchefs fled from Bruflels, and the Duke of 
Saxe Tefchen was fent exprefs to ofFer xhtjoyeufe entree fo long 
petitioned for in vain : but the feafon of concefliion was paflfcdj 
the ftorm blew from every quarter, and the throne of Brabant 
departed for ever from the Houfe of Burgundy. Gentlemen, I 
venture to aflirm, that with other councils, this fatal prelude to the 
laft revolution in that country, might have been averted ; — If 
^e Emperor had been advifed to make the conceflSpns of juflice 
^d afFefldon to his people, they would have rifen in a mafs toi 
ipaintain their Prince's authority, interwoven with their own li* 
berties ; and the French, the giants of modern times, would, 
like the giants of antiquity, have been trampled in the mire of their 
Qwn ambition. In the fame manner a far more fpendid and \mn 
portant Crown pafled away from his Majefty's iUuftrious- brows; 
r*«THE iMPEi^iAi, Crown of Amerjca, — The people of that 
country too, for a long feafon, contended as fubjefts, and often 
Vitb irregularity aad tVirbvUenqe, for what they felt to be Aeir 
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rights: And, O! Gcentlemen, that the infpiring and immortal, 
eloquence of that man, whofe name I have (b often mentioned, ha4 
then been heard with tffe&. ; — what was his language to this 
country when fhe fought to lay burthens on America, not to fup^ 
port the dignity of the Crown, or for the encreafe of national 
revenue, but to raife a fund for the purpofe of corruption ; ^ 
a fund for maintaining thofe tribes of hireling Skip Jacks, which 
Mn Tpoke fo well contrafted with the hereditary Nobility of 
England I — Though America would not bear this impofition,, 
flic would have borne any ufeful or conftitutional burthen to, 
fupport the parent ftate. — " For that fervice, for all fervice," 
Dud Mr. Burke, " whether of revenue, trade, or empire, mjr 
« truft is in her intereft in the Britifh Conftitution. My hol4, 
** of the colonies is in the clofe affeftion which grows from 
* conmion names, from kindred blood, from fimilar privileges^ 
^ and equal prote£lion« Thefe are ties which, though light as air,^ 
^ are as ftrong as links of iron. Let the colonies always keep 
** the idea of their civil rights aflbciated with your Govern- 
^ ments, they will cling and grapple to you, and no force un- 
^ der heaven will be of power to tear them from their alle- 
^ giance; But let it be once under flood, that j^ur Govern^ 
^ ment may be one thing, and their privileges another; that 
^ tliefe two things may exift without any mutual relation ; the 
" cement is gone ; die cohefion is loofened ; and every thing 
^ hafliens to depay and diflblution. As long as you have the 
^ wifdom to keep the fovereign authority of this country as the 
^ fanfliuary of liberty, the facred temple confecrated to our com-» 
^ mon £dth, wherever the chofen race and fons of England, 
^ worihip freedom, they will turn their fiices toward you. The 
•* more they multiply, the more friends you will have ; the more 
•* ardently they love liberty, the more perfe6l will be their obe-^ 
" dlence. Slavery they can have any where. It is a weed that 
** grows in every ibil. They may have it from Spain, they may 
^ have it from Pruffia, But until you become loft to all feeling; 
1* of your true intereft and your natural dignity, freedom they, 
^ can have from none but you. This is the commodity o^ 
^ pric^ OC which you have the monopoly. This is the true 
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* aft of navigation, which binds to you the commerce of the 
^^ colonies, and through them fecures to you the wealth of the 
** world. Is it not the fame virtue which does every thing for 

* us here in England ? Do you imagine then, that it is the land- 
** tax aft which raifes your revenue ? that it is the sinual vote 
«* in the Committee of Supply, which gives you your army? 
^ or that it is the mutiny bill which infpires it with bravery and 
•* difcipline ? No ! furely no ! It is the love of the people; 

* it is their attachment to their Government, from the fenfe of 
** the deep ftake they have in fuch a glorious inftitution, whid 
^ gives you your army and your navy, and infiifes into both Aat 
«* liberal obedience, without which your army would be a bafe 

* irabble, and yoy'r navy nothing but rotten timber •*• 
Gentlemen, to conclude — My fervent wifh is, that we may 

not conjvre up a fpirit to deftroy ourfelyes, nor fet the example 
here of vrfiat in another country we deplore. — Let us cherilh Ac 
rfd and venerable laws of our forefathers. — Let pur judicial ad- 
miniftration be ftrift and pure ; and let tjie Jury of the land 
preferve the life of a fellow fubjeft, who only afks it from them 
upon the fame terms under which they hold their own lives, aiid 
all that is dear to them, and their pofterity for ever. 

Gentlemen, let me repeat the wifh with which I began my 
addrefs ,to you, and which proceeds from tlje very bottom of my 
heart ;— may it pleafe God, who is tj>e author of all mercies to 
mankind, whofe Providence, I am perfuaded, guides and fuper- 
intends the tranfaftions of the \yorid, and whofe Guardian Spirit 
i^as for ever hovered over this profperous ifland, to dire<ft and 
fortify your judgments. I am aware I have not acquitted myfelf 
to the unfortunate man, who has put his truft in me, in the 
manner I could have wilhed j and yet I aqi unable to proceed 
any further : exhaufted in fpirit and in ftrength, but confident 
in the epcpefitation of jviftice. There is one thing more, how- 
ever, that (if I can) I muft ftate tq you, namely, that I will 
fliew, by as many witneffes, as it may be found neceflary or 
convenient for you to hear upon the fubjed, that the views of 
the Societies were what I have alleged them to be : that whatever 
irregularities or indiferctions tJiey might have committed, their 

purpofqi 
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purpofes were honeft ; and that Mr. Hardy's, above all other men, 
can be eftabliihed to have been fo. I have, indeed, an Honourable 
Gentleman (Mr. Francis) in my eye, at this moment, to be called 
hereafter as a witnefs, who being defirous in his place, as a 
Member of Parliament, to promote an enquiry into the feditious 
pradices complained of, Mr. Hardy offered himfelf voluntarily to 
come forward, proffered a fight of all the papers, which were after- 
wards feized in his cuftody, and tendered every poffible aififtance 
to give fatisfadlion to the injured laws of his country, if found to 
be offended I will fhew likewife his (^ara6ter to be religious, 
temperate, humane, and nuxlerate, and his uniform condud all 
fjhat can belong to a good fubje£^, and an honeft man^ when 
you Have heard this evidence, it will, beyond all doubt, confirm 
you in coming to that condufion which, at fuch great length, 
(for which I entreat your pajrdon) I vfaave been endeavouring to 
briiijg you to. 
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tViPENCE FOR THE PRISONEIU 

Florimond Goddard (fworn) 

Examined by Mr» Gibbs.. 

^ You were a member, I believe, of the London Corrct 
ponding Society? 
J. I was. 
J^.. Were you of tbe iame Divifiaii with the prifoner, Mr« 

jf. Yes; No. 2. 

^ Did you attend the Divifions. much f 
. J^ Very regularly. I do not know that I mil&d out nig^ 
during near two years ; it is nearly two years fmce I bdoqgcd 
to it. 

^ Is it two years that you have ceafed to belong to it ? 

A No ; two years fince I firft belonged to it, to the prefcnt 
time. I ceafed to be a member of it when Mr. Hardy was taken 
wp. 

^ You faw Mr. Hardy frequently ? 

A It was very rarely that he was abfent. 

^ Were you acquainted with him ? 

A Perfeftly well ; I have feen him four, five, or fix times 
^ week. I hardly ever miffed a Sunday, but I called upon him, 
either in the courfe of the day, or in the evening. 

^. What was his charafter — a man of a peaceable difpofition, 
or at all inclined to riot or tumult ? 

A. A remarkably peaceable difpofition. 

^ Was he a friend to order ? 

A. Very much fo ; there was an inftance of it in the Society, 
fit the time we were difperfed from the public-houfes ; he defired 
particularly, when we got to a private-houfc, that no member 
would even bring a ftick with him. 

J^ Then he was a great friend to peace and order ? 
• A; Remarkably fo, 

J^.What 
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^, What were the objefts of your Society ? 

A* A Parliamentary Reform ; nodiing elfe that I ever heard* 

^ In what Houfe of Parliament; did you wifii diat reform ta 
take place ? 

jI. In the Houfe of Commons. 

Urd Onef Juftict Eyre. The witnefe fhould be told, that 
dtere is a queftion touching ihe oondudl of die Society, whether 
it is highly criming, or whether it is innocent ; die witne& un- 
4erftanding that> and being willing to afliwer, may anfwer^ 
but he muft underftand that, in confequence of his anfweri^g 
the queftionSt on the part of the prifoner, he will alfo be ItsJble 
to be examined On the fiune points, on die part of the profecur 
cution» and that I cannot then prote<^ him, if any queftion is 
put to him that he would wifh not to anfwer. 

Mr. Gibbs. I underftand fo. 

Lord Chiif JifftUe Eyre. Ev^ry witnefs ihould underftand 
that when he is called. 

Mr. Gibbs. We think diat every witnefs that we ihall call, 
will fubmit to any crc^s-examination the Crown may choofo. 

L^rd Chief Jiiflifce Eyn^ It U right he ftiot^ld be told. ' 

Mr. Gibbs. You will underftand, that it will not be an ex* 
Cttfe to you, with refp€<% to any queftion that die Attorney Ge- 
neral may afk, that an anfwer will accufe yqux&M. 

^ I am not afraid of aofwerjlig to any thing that I know. 

Lord Chief Jujiice Eyre. The witnefs has had a fair notice 
of the fituatbn he is in ^ if he.choofes to fubje£t himfelf to an- 
fwer, very well. 

Mr. Gibhx. You have fitjd, diit the only obje<^ of jour Sor 
ciety was a Reform in the Houfe of Commons ? . 

.A. Nothing elfe. 

^. Was it any part of your views to mak^ any alteration in 
the Houfe of Lords ? 
. A^ None. 

^. Had you ever any defign to make any attack, or to french 
at all upon the authority of the Crown ? . . 
^. No; God forbid, 

^ Youhadnotf 

■ ' • ' ■ ^ /. No. 
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^. No- 

Mr. Attorney General I objeft to that qucftion; ybu (bouli 
a(k him what his objeft was. 

Mr. Gibbs, I underftand, and I take the rule from die Courti 
that a Counfel muft not put an anfWer into Ae moudi of a wit- 
nefs, but he may lead him to the (ubjed:^ I alked if they had aiij 
views to a change in the Houfe of LQfds. 

Lord Chief JufiUe Eyre. I apprehend the more correflb quct 
tion would be, what were the views of the Society widi re(peft 
to the Houfe of Lords. 

Mr. Gibbs. I will put it (o. You (aid you did wifh dnt 
there Ihould be a Reform in the Houfe of Commons ; what 
were the views of the Society with refpeft to the Houfe of 
Lords? 

jf. None. 

^ What were the views of the Society with refpeA to Ac 
authority of the Crown? 

A, None. 

^ You told me you were intimately acquainted with Mr. 
Hardy, did he converfe with you often upon political fubjedb I 

A Frequently. 

^ If he had had any views different from yours, do you dunk 
you fhould have known them ? 

A I think I fhould, for curiolity often led me to aik him a 
number of queftions. 

^ Had you any reafon, from any converfation that you ever 
had with him, to think that his views were different from yours ; 
that he had any views either upon the Houfe of Lords or the 
King ? 

A. No ; certainly not. 

Mr. Attorney General. I objed to that queftion. 

Mr. Erjkine. Are you afraid of the queftion ? 

Mr. Attorney General. I will not have the quefti<>n put in Att 
form ; I am afraid of queftions that onght not to be put; 

Mr. Erjkine. Afraid of the queftion being put ! 

Mr. Attorney General I am afraid of no queftion that ought 
to be put, but of queftions that ought not to be putr 

Mr. 
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Mr. Erjkine. I don*t underftand you. 

JIdr. Jttorney General. I think you would not have made the 
obfervation if you did- 

Mr. Erjkine. 1 ftill lefs underftand you now, and am fur^ 
prifed, I own. 

Lord Chief Ju/iice Eyre. What is the queftion that youL 
think there is any doubt about ; let us know what the queftion 
is, and the Court will give their affiftance towards mediatii^. . . 

Mr. Salicitor General. The Attorney General obje£fced, be- 
caufe the queftion was not put in the proper ftile« 

Lord Chief Ju/iice Eyre. I do not exadly, at this momeoV 
know to what it pointed \ it eicaped me. 

Mr. Gibbs. I believe I had better go on with the examination* 
You tell me you never colle£led, from Mr. Hardy, that he had 
any different views from thofe that you had J 

J. No. 

^ Did Mr. Hardy ever produce, at the Divifipn meeting of 
your Society, any letter, that he received from Sheffield, about 
pikes ? 

j1. No; never. 
• ^. Did he ever communicate it to you ? 

jL Never. i 

Florimond Goddardy 
Crofs-examined by Mr, Attorney GeneraL 

^ That gentleman aflced you whether Mr. Hardy had cvtr 
conunimicated to you that letter from Sheffield, you immediateiff 
laid no. Now I fhould be glad to afk.you how you Iqqqmf; 
what letter it was that that gentleman alluded to—* what is the 
letter that you mean to fpeak of, when you {ay Qaxdy never ^qib^ 
municated it to you ? ^ 

J. The Sheffield letter. - • : 

^. I ftiould be glad to know what Sheffield letter you meao it 

A, I don't know. 

^. Then how came you to fey he never communicated the 
Sheffield letter, without knowing what letter it was I 

jt. The letter about pikes, 

a ' 'Mr. 
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Mn Attorney GeneraL The witnefi overheard diat, 

Mr. Xiihbs. I aflced, in the examination in chief, nvhetfaef 
the letter, relating to pikes, had been read ; I put it in tfaofc 
terms \ I do aver, upon my veracity, that I did ; and I will no( 
have that contradifted. 

Lord Chief Ji^ite Eyte. It is time for me to interpofe, aal 
tet to fuffer thefe things to pafs at the table. I s^ree dmt yni 
^d afk the queftion in that manner, becaufe I have taken it ft; 
but I alfo agree, that you ought not to interrupt the crofi-exa^ 
mination ; they will put their queftions in fuch manner as 4cy 
pleafe, and you will fet it right, if they put it wrong, when joi 
come to re-examine the witnefs ; there ought not to be anf 
breaking in upon one another, becaufe one gentleman dunb 
diat another gentleman did not put the queftion in the manner 
he put it ; he puts the queftion in the manner he underftands 
die gentleman put it. • 

Mr. Gibbs. Becaufe there was a dircft contradiftion to tk 

Mr. Attorney General. I muft entreat your Lordftiips to in* 
terpofe, and I hold it to be my duty to do it. There is a gtn* 
tleman who is not Counfel ih the caufe, who fits next Mr. Gibbs, 
and when I afked dife witnefs the queftion, what letter it tws, 
I heard him in this part of the Court, as I believe fome oAcr 
gentlemen did, fay, " The letter about pikes." Now I do not 
mean to fay, arid I defire in juftice to that gentleman to ob- 
ferve, that I do not mean to fay, by any means that he intended 
the witnefs fliould hear that explanation given to Mr. Gibbs; I 
do iiot belieVe it; I therefore difavow that; but I muft defiri 
that iio gentlertian fhould fit next the Counfel for the defentot^ 
of the Geiinfel for the Crown, who under — ^not flie coloibsf 
I will not ufe that word — but under the faft of commtinicating 
and converfmg with the defendant's Counfel, fliould^ in point of 
feQ) lead— ^I do not mean to fay in point of intention*— the Wit- 
nefs to giving an anfwer which he could not have given. 

Mr, yaagham 1 pfefurfie my lord, as I have been perfomDj 
alluded to, I may be permitted to fpeak. — —I afltire the At- 
torney General, and the whole Court, upon mjhooaufi that I 

• had 
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had none of the intentions, nor would have been guilty of the 
faft which he impibes to me;'and^the only circumftance which 
induced me to make one fingle obfervation is this — that Mr. 
Erfkine and Mr. Gibbs did me the honoiir ib defire that I would 
fit next them, becaufe fome months ago I was . confulted upon 
die fubjeft of this trial ; that being the cafe, many circumftances 
i^iight occur to my recoUedioh with which they might not be 
acquainted. 

Lord Chief yujlice Eyre. There can be no obje&ion at all; 
die Court will certainly not interpofe to prevent your fitting ijext 
die Counfel who are affigned for the prifoner, and giving them 
■By afliftance that your particular knowledge may enable you 
to give them ; at the fame time that fituation is a delicate onCy 
aq4 you will undoubtedly take particular care to avoid any thing 
diat may give any ground to any man alive to fuppofe you do 
not make a corre<^ ufe of it. I do not fuppofe you do other-* 
Wiie, I have not taken any notice of your condud that authorizes 
me to make any objedion to it; but if you faid any thing loud 
enough to be taken notice of by the witneis, you was not fa 
corred as you fhould have been. 

Mr. Vaughan, I certainly would not, my Lord. If the 
Attorney General defires, I will remove to any other part erf 
Ae Court. 

Lord Chief Juftice Eyre. I don*t defire you fhould, for if you can, 
tbough not affigned Counfel for the prifoner, by your particular 
knowledge, be of any ufe to his Counfel,<he Court h^ve no objection 
Id your giving any fort of communication you can poffibly give. 

Mr. Attorney General. I heard laid as diftinftly as I hear 
myfelf, when I put the qu«ftion, " the letter about the pikes." 

Lord Chief JuJIice Eyre, I had really taken down the anfwer 
of the witnefs before any part of this converfation arofe— 
^ that he had never heard of any letter from Sheffield about 
« pikes." 

Mr. Attorney General. How long have you been a member of 
diis Society ? 
. A. Nearly two years* 

^ You are of the Divifion No. 2. I underftand I 
' Vol. Ill X A.\^. 
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A. Yes. 

^ Who mtroduced you into this Society? 
A. A brodierofmine. 
J^. Where does he live ? 

A. He did live at No. 27, itf PalUMall ; he is remofed n 
Horfelydown. 
^. Were you at the Globe Tavern on die 20th of Jamaiji 

1794? 

A* I was* 

j^. Were you at Chalk Farm upon the 14th of April ? 

A. I was. 

^. Being at the Globe Tavern upon the aoth of Janoif)^ 
1794, am I to underftand you to &y, that nothing pofled tiMft 
but what was quite peaceable and right, according to yoc 
notion ? 

A. Every thing was very peaceable. 

^. Did you ever fee a printed account of what pafled diotl 

A. Yes; there were Tome refolutions. 

J^. Which were afterwards printed \ 

A. Yes. 

J^ Were the refolutions that you few in print a corred accowt 
of what really did pafs there ? 

A. I think they were. 

J^. Then that being a corre<3: account of what did pafi iq 
the 20th of January, 1794, you mean to ftate to the Court «l 
the Jury that the proceedings, as contained in that printed popcii 
yi^ere according to your ideas corre£fc and peaceable, and acoort 
ing to the law of the land, as you underftand? 

A* I underftood it fo. 

^ You laid you were at Chalk Farm ? 

A. I was. 

J^ And you alfo mean to ftate, as far as your opinion goes, 
that the proceedings at Chalk Farm were exa<5Uy what tbcf 
really ought to be ? 

A. I thought fo. 

^. Perhaps you were at the meeting in Breillat's Yard wba 
Delegates were chofen to be fent to Scotland \ 
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A, I was not ^ 

^ Not being thete, perhaps, you did not know the &d that 
a Delegate was fent to the Convention in Scotland i 
A. Yes, I did. 

^ Knowing the £i^ yon ;^proved of that meafure, I 
fuppofe ? 

A. Yes — ^I never was in office, but I ufed regularly to at- 
^nd. 

^ Did you ever hear of the Secret Committee in your 
Society ? 

A. Yes, I have heard of it. 
gv j^. Then having heard of the Secret Committee, do you 
■■Bppen to know w)K>th€ Secret Committee were compofed of ? 
»- A. That I never did. 

J^. Blefs me ! you were a member of the Correfponding So- 
•:^ety, which had a Secret Committee ; all their tr^fadions were 
peaceable, and yet you don't know who the Secret Committee 
were ? 

A, No, I do not — I will fay every thing I know* 
^ ^. Every anfwer that you have given to me yet proves to me 
k iAat you are an honeft man. This Society, whpfe proceedings 
were fo peaceable, had a Secret Committee \ 
A. They had. 
^. . J^ Was it known among the body in general who the Secret ' 
VCommittee were ? 

A, I do not think it was. 

^. Then you mean to fay, giving this charafter of the pro- 
ceedings of this Society, thajtyou remained in the Society, there 
being a SecretCommittee of perfons whqfe names you did not know, 
of courfe you did hot know what were the proceedings of any 
Committee, the names of which Committee you did not know ? 
A, I did not. 
- > ^. When the prifoner and fome other people were appre- 
^ hended, do not you know that there was anoUier Secret Com- 
mittee formed ? 

A. I never attended afterwards. 
. .^. X 2 ^. D(^ 
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^ Do not you know that there was anothec Secret Com- 
jnittec formed I 

A. I do not know it. 

^. You have heard it in your Divifions ? 

A. I never attended a Divifion afterwards. 

^. You left the Society afterwards ? 

A. I left the Society. 

^ Of courfe, when there was that fufpicion about the Sodeqi 
you did not chufe to continue any longer ? 

A. I did not. 

^ Who were your Delegates to the Scotch Convention? 

A. Mr. Margarot and Mr. Gerald, 

^. Were you in the Society, think you, before the 6di of 
Auguft, 1792 ? 

A, No ; I was in the Society two years within a mondi. 

j^. I hope you. have feen the addrefs of the 6th of Aug;ufi» 
1792? 

A. I have, maybe, but I cannot recoil eft it. 

^. You don't know any thing of die contents of it ? 

A, I do not 5 it is not in my memory now. 
.J^. You fay you know nothing at all about this Sbeffidd 
letter ? 

A. No. 
. ^ Did you ever hear of -a circular letter that was fcnt into 
Scotland to call a Convention ? 

A. Yes. 

.^. Who carried it into Scotland ? 

A. I do not know. 

^. Do you know a perfon of the name of Stock ? 

^. I do not. 

^ RecoUeft yourfelf ? 

A. I do not upon my oath. 

, J^. How did the printed circular letter with the name of Ti 
H^rdy ai the bottom of it, get there, upon.your oath ? 

A. It was fent I prefume. 

Lord Chiefjujiice Eyre. How i . .. ... , * . ; . 
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^ Ai I do ^ot know, " 

Mr. Attorney-GeneraL How do you krtow that it was ferit 
there ? • 

jf. I do not know. • 

.$^. In point of fafli, did you ever hear, whether that circular 
letter went OP not ? 

J, It might or might not, 

^ That is no anfwer, fo might I; I might or might not, but 
in point of fedt, Ai you ever hcfar whether that circular l^er 
ever went? ""• 

jt. It might or might not. 

Lord Chief Juftice Eyre. But the queftionis, have you heard 
it or not? 

A I might have heard it, but I cannot recolleft the 6ir- 
cumftance. ' . - . 

Lord Chief yuJUce Eyre, I have taken it down} that you 
heard of a circular letter which went into Scotland ? 

A. I heard it went down into Scotland, 

Mr. Attorney General. Where did you hear that ? 

A, At the divifion. 
f' J^. Did yoil hear any thing what this circular letter was about 
—what were the contents of it ? 

A. To call a Convention; I cannot repeat any thing of it, ♦ 

^. You confider all the proceedings at the Globe Tavern on 
the 20th of January, and alfo the proceedings at Chalk Farm, 
as in your opinion, quite peaceable and Conftitutional pro* 
ceedings ? 

A. 1 thought fo. 

^ That is your notion of the matter ? 

A. Yes, 
• ^ You futg fome fongs now and then in your Society, da 
pot you ? 

A. Never in the Society. 

^ How came you never to fing them in the Society ? 

A. I know not. 

^ Is it dgne on purpctfe, or how happens diat I 
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A. I know not, we were a very peaceable Society— ^ongi were 
not in general introduced at all. 

^. I hope you don't mean to fay that there were no fongs fung 
at your dinner ? 

A. There were fongs then* 

^ Did you never hear of a very good fong, called ^ God &?« 
<« the Rights of Man." 

A. I have heard of fuch a fong, 

^ Perhaps you fung it fomctimes yourfelf ? 

A^ Never. 

J^. Can you tell us what the contents of it are ? 

A^\ cannot repeat a verfe, eft a line, or a fyllable, 

^. Perhaps you could inform me if ypu were to fee it? 
. A, I could read it if I faw it 

^. Did you ever hear of a fong that has this chorus«-# 
** Plant, plant the tree, feir freedom's tree, 
" *Midft dangers, wounds ahd flaughter^ 
^ Each Patriot's breaft its foil ftiall be, 
" And Tyrant*s blood its water," 
Do you recoUeft that fong ? 

A. You know mor« of it than me — I have heard of fudi \ 
fong, 

^. You have heard this fong fung, you fay, ^ P}ant^ 0ant 
^ the tree ?" 

A. I cannot fey, upon my recolledlion, that \ ever have 
beard it. 

^. Then how came you to tell me you had heard fomething 
about " Plant, plant the tree ?'* 

A. I have heard there were a number of fongs \ I do not know 
that I ever heard it fung, but I may. 

. j^. When I aiked you, and I appeal tQ the Court and the Jury^ 
if ever you heard a fong, the chorus of which was " Plapt, plant 
^* the tree"-^-you faid yes ? 

A. I haye heard there were fuch fongs. 

^. Did not you tell me you had heard that particular fong ? 

4^ I beg your pvdon, I d^d not tell you fo. 
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. Lord Chief Jufiici Eyre. You certainly (aid you had heard the 
long, *' Plant, plant the tree." 

A. I have heard there was fuch a fong, hut I never heard 
it. 

Lord Chief Jujlice Eyre. You are quite at liberty to explain, 
but you did fay that you had heard the fong, " Plant, plant the 
« tree?" * 

jf. I have ; but I have (aid I never heard the fong in the So- 
ciety, and there were a number of fongs fung — there was a man 
that did attend the Society with fongs, a pack of idle fongs, and 
we would not fuffer him to attend the place. 

Mr. Attorney General. How many fongs of Mr. ThelwalPs 
have you ever feen, or had in your poffeffion ? 

A. I have had them all, but I thought there w]^ no harm in 
Mr. ThelwalPs fongs. 

^. Then you mean to fwear you think there was no harm in 
Air. ThelwalPs fongs ? 

A. I thought there was no harm in them when they were fold 
in public fhops. 

^ Do you mean to fwear that you thought there was no harm 
in Mr. ThelwalPs fongs ? 

A. Yes; I do not think there was inthofe that I faw — I do 
not know what fongs he may have wrote. 

^ Be fo good as tell us the names of fome of Mr. ThdwalPs 
fongs, as you have all of them ? 

A. 1 do not know what all of them is. 

^ Tell us the name of fome of them ? 

A. There was. one very long one,. I cannot recoiled the title 
of it. 

^ You have all of Mr. Thelwall's fongs, but you cannot tell 
the title of one of them ? 

A. I do not know how many fongs he wrote, there were . 
three of Mr. Thel wall's fongs; I do not know what you mean 
by all. . 

^ They were printed all upon one fheet of paper, I believe ? 

A. They were fold publickly. 
^ J^. And difperfed all over the country, were they not ? 

X 4 A I 
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A. I cannot tell ; upon my oath I do not know that they Mrat 
difperfed any where, 

j^ Have you thofe fongs in your poffeflion ? 

A. I have. 

^ What were the titles of them ?. 

A, I cannot recoUeft the titles. 

Mr. Attorney General. Look at this paper, read a part of diat 
fong, and tell me whether that is one ? 

Goddard. Which fong do you mean ? 
' Mr. Attorney General " God favethe Rights of Man." 

A. It ipight or might not, I cannot fay. 
" Mr. Erjkine. Is your Lordfliip's time to be confumed about 
this Gentleman's opinion upon a fong ? 

Lord Chief yufiice Eyre. If the fong is proved to have been 
fung in the Society, then it is competent to aik whether that 
fong is peaceable; but unlefs the fong is proved to have beea 
fung there 

Goddardk I never heard this fong fung there. 

Lord Chief Jujiice Eyre. He has faid that all the proceedings 
there were peaceable and orderly ; then if this fong is proved tq 
have been fung there, there certainly can be no impropriety in 
afking him whether, according to his judgment, that proceed- 
ing was peaceable and orderly, but it is not proved that it was 
fung there. 

Mr. Erjkine. But it is not proved that it was either fung or 
laid there. 

Mr. Attorney General. Look at that (Jhewing a paper to the 
tvitnefs) and tell me whether that was printed by order of the 
Correfponding Society, or not ? 

A. Not as I know, of. 

^ Had you ever a paper of that fort in your hand ? • 

A. Not as I can recolleft, and 1 would recolleft if I could; 
—-as I told you, I never was in office, but I regularly attended, 
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Francis DowUng (fworn) 
Examined by Mr, Gibbs. 

^ Were you a member of the Correfponding Society ? 

J. Yes. 

j^. Of that Divifion of which Mr. Hardy was a member ? 

A Yes. 

J^. What was the objefl: of the Society ? 

A To obtain a Parliamentary Reform, 

^ In what part of Parliament ? 

jf. In the Houfe of Commons. 

^. Had you any other objeft but that ? 

A No other. 

^ What did you mean with refpeft to the Xing, or thq 
Houfe of Lords ? 

• A. We had no thoughts of them ; a Reform in Parliament 
was all that we wanted. 

J^. And you have faid by Parliament, you meant the HouTo 
of Commons ? 

A. The Houfe of Commons. 

^ Did you entert:»in any other idea yourfelf but that of ft 
lleform in the Houfe of Commons ? ' 

A, No other. 

^ Had you any idea of oppofing the Government by force ? 

A. No. 

^ Had you any intention of doing that i 

^.,'None. 

^ Have you feen the prifoner at the bar, Mr. Hardy, often ? 

A Yes. 

^ Did you ever find, from converlation with him, that he 
)iad any fuch intention ? 

A. Quite the contrary. 

^. What was his charad:er-«^that of a peaceable, orderly man, 
or the contrary f 

A. A peaceable, orderly, and a pious man« 

^ Were you one of the London Correfponding Society, 
when a Conventioni as it is called, was talked of? 

\ A. Yes. 
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A. Yes. 

^. What was ydur objeft in calling that Convention j what 
was it to do ? 

A. To appoint a number of Delegated to take the fcnfe of dif- 
ferent divifions, as to obtaining, by the beft means, a Reform in 
the Hoafe rf Commons. 

^. Was it any part of your intention that this Convention 
fhould proceed by force ? 

^. No s nor do I believe it was the intention of any man* 

Francis Dowling^ 
Crofs-rexamined by Mr. Attorney^Ginerah 

^ How long have you been a member of this Society ? 

A- About two years and a half, 

^ What Divifion did you belong to ? 

Af No. 2. 

Mr* Gihbs, Did Mr. Hardy ever produce at Ac Divifioii^ 
when you were there, a letter from Sheffield about pikes I 

A. I never faw it in my life. 

Lord Chief Jujiice Eyre. Nor. heard of it ? 
: A. Nor heard of it from him, nor any body elfe. 

Mr. Attorney-General. When did you become a member of 
this Society ? 

j1. It was in the commencement of it. 

^. Early in March 1792, or in February? 

A. I cannot recolleft j it was about that time. 

^ Did you dine at the Crown and Anchor-Tavern upon the 
fecond of May laft ? 

Dowling. When Mr. Home Tooke was in the chair ? 

Mr. Attorney 'General, No, Citizen Wharton, I underftand, 
was in the chair, 

A. I did. 

j^. Did you drink all the toafts given that day ? 

^. I do not recolleft that I drank all the toafts, 

^ You remember the mufic there ? 
, A, I ^o not recolleft what it was. 

^ I hope you paid for your own ticket ^^ 
. - ^. I did. 
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A. I did, 

^ Are you furc of that ? 

A. Yes. 

j^. How much did you give for it ? 

A. Seven fhillings and iixpence. 

^ Were you at Chalk-Farm on the 14th of April ? 

w^. I was. 

^. Were you at the Globe-Tavern upon the 20th of January ? 

A. I do not know^ut I was at die Globe-Tavern ; I cannot 
recolleft pofitively, 

j^ You faw, however, the proceedings at the Globe-Tavern, 
which were afterwards in print} you iaw the refdutions (hat 
were entered into ? 

A. I have feen them, 

^ You approved of them ? 

j/. I do not recolle£l what they were, 

j^ If you had had any objedipn^ to them when )^ou iaw them^ 
vou would of courfe have ftated them to your Society ? 
^ A. I cannot tell whether I had any obje<%ons to them or not. 

^ If you had| you would havQ ftated tbem to |four Sodety | 
vou was a Delegate ? 
. A> I was at one timev 

^. For how long ? 

A* About fix months, 

^. Do not you recoUe^l the time when ? 

A. It was about five or fix months back. 

^ You are well ac(|uainted with your friend Spence> in 
Holborn ? 

A No, 

Lord Chief Jujlice Eyre. When did you ceafe to be a 
Pdegate I ^ 

A* About five or fix months ago. 

Mr. Attorney-Generaln You know nothing of Spence, who 
Jives in Holborn ? 

A* I know the (hop, I do not know the man perfonally. 

^, You have bought a good book there now and then i 

A. I have bought pamphlets there. 

^ Were 
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^ Were you ever there at exercillng time ? ""^ 

A I do not know what you mean. 

^ Do you know Franklow of Lambeth ? 

A I have feenhim. 

J^. Did you know that there was any exercifing there ? 

A I have heard of it. 

^ Did you know that there was any exercifing at Spcncc's? 

jf. I never knew it till I heard of it now. 

j^. Do you know a man of the name of Edwards ? 

A I have heard of him. 

^ When did you firft fee his pike ? 

A I have heard of tt. 

^ Did you never fee his pike till he was taken up ? 

^. No. 

^ You have feen Hillier ? 

//. I never faw his pike. 

^. I a(ked you about Hillier ? . * 

A» I never faw Hillier. 

^. You had no Secret Committee in the London Corre-* 
fponding Socjpty, I hope, had you ? 

A. Not that I know of. 

^ Do you know of a Committee, fometimes called the Com-i 
mittee of Correfpondence ? ^ 

A. I have heard of fuch a thing- 

^ Who were the members of it ? 

A' I cannot take upon myfelf to know. 

^. Has your fociety a committee without knowing the mem- 
bers of it ? 

A, If there was one, it was voted by ballot ; therefore I could 
not tell. 

^ You know Mr. Hodgfon, perhaps, the hatter, in the 
Broadway, Weftminfter ? ' - 

^. I do. 

^ Upon your oath, when the prifoner at the bar, and the 
other members of your Secret Committee, were taken up, was 
not there another Secret Committee, named by Mr. Hodgfon? 

^. I x^ver knew of it. 
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^ 2^ Do you knon^f it now? 

jf.TS!o. 

^ Then you mean to fwear that you do not know that there 
was fuch a committee ? 

jf. Not appointed by Mr. Hodgfon. 

^ Then was there a Secret Committee appointed by any 
body elfe ? 

; Dowling. If I underftand the queftion, it is whether there was 
a Secret Committee appointed after the apprehenfion of Mr« 
Hardy ? 

Mr. Attorney-General. Yes. 

A. Then my anfwer is, I do not know. 

^ Have you never been in Academy-court, Chancery-lane? 

A. No. 

^. Then if any Secret Committee met there, you know no- 
thing about it ? • 

A, I do not. 

j^. Do you know Smith, of Portfmouth-ftreet ? 

A. I do. 

^ Do you know one Burks ? 

A. VeryLlttde. 

^ Do you know a man of the name of Higgins ? 

A, No ; I never faw him, nor never heard of him till I heard 
.of his apprehenfion, if that is the man. 

^ Did you never hear of thofe, or any other perfons, being 
a Secret Committee, to fucceed the Secret Committee of the 
London Correfponding Society, that exifted before thofe people 
were taken up ? 

A. Now 

i^. Had you never heard that there was a Secret Com- 
mittee before thofe people were taken up ? 

A. Yes ; you (aid— •a Committee of Correfpondence. 

^ I did fo— Did you never hear that Smith, Higgins, or 
fpme of thofe people, had been a Committee of Correfpondence 
before thofe people were taken up ? 

S^ You 
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j^. You have heard dP a CpnuxMtttedrftontQiM^eiictbc^ 
diofe people were taken up ? 
; j£ Yes. 

^ Who were they? 

A. I cannot faji; 

^. Was not it ftudioufly kept a fccret w4io diey were I 

^. No. • 

j^ Have not you heard the members of the Society co»pIaiO| 
4hat they did not know wbo the members of the Secret Committee 
of Correfpondence were ? 

A', No ; I never heard that complaint. 

^ RecoUeft yoiirfelf f 

A. I cannot recoiled: m}^lf to my knowledge upon diat 
bufmefs, 

^ You have faid diere was a Secret Committee, ndiofe names 
you did not know ; upon your oath, do you know the reafon.¥^ 
their names were kept fecret ? 

A. The reafws for it that I formed myfol^ ar^ the only 
reafons I can poflibly ftate. . 

^ Thofe will not do ; did you ever fee in the Society, a 
paper, that the Ins complain of one thing, and die Outs of 
another, and therefore advife you to get arms ? 

A, I never heard of fuoh a thii^. 

^. Perhaps you never faw " La Guillotine; or, GeorgeH 
Head in a Baiket.^' 

A. I never faw it. 

^ You never few it ? 

A, Nor never heard of it till this moment. 

^. You fay you never heard of this letter from Sheffield about 
pikes ? 

A, You afked me if ever I heard that letter read in the Society. 

J^. Then you mean to fay, you never heard that letter read 
in the Society ; have you ever heard of its coming to London ? 

A. Never till I faw it in the Reports of the Secret Committee. 

^. It furprized you prodigioufly, no doubt ? 

A. I do not know whether I was furprifed at it, but I never 
heard .of it till then. 

4 ^ Did 
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^ Didyou6ver1betheAddr€feofdie6diof Auguft I79i? 

jf, I do not recoiled): any Addrefs at diat time : upon i^at 
occaiion? 

^ An Addrefs from the London Correfponding Society to 
the Nation, when they talked of petitioning Parliament no 
more? 

J. I do not recoiled the date; I might have feea the 
Addrefs. 

^ Do you know Carter the bill-fticker f 

jf. I have feen him. 

^ Did he ftick up any bill for you ? 

A I have heard fo. 

J^. Then you knew it ? 

jf. I do not know it ; I never faw him widi a bill^ iMlr 
fiicking a bill up. 

^. Do not you know the Society ordered it to be ftuck mf in 
the night ? 

A I do not kxlow that. 

^. Do not you know that there was a debate in your Spdely 
about paying the expences of this man's proiecution i 

A. I heard about his receiving money. 

^ What was he to receive money for ? 

A. I fuppofed for the aflFair of die bills. 

^ Do you mean to fay that flicking thefe bills up at night, 
and the proceedings, fuch as they were at Chalk-Farm, are peace- 
,able and orderly proceedings ? 

A. I do not know that there is any thing criminal in ftickif^ 
up a bill ; that depends upon the contents of the biU ; and as 
to the proceedings at Chalk Farm I do not know every word 
that was faid there. 

^. You mean to lay that the proceedings were orderly and 
peaceable? 

A. The general conduct of die people was very orderly 
and peaceable. 

Lord Chief Juftice Eyre. Did you fay you were at Chalk- 
Farm ? 

A Yes. 
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j^ Were the reiblttUons there put to di^queftlon? T 

A. I believe they were. 

J^ Did you vote for them ? 

A There are only a few people, probably, who attend \xi die 
bufineft; out of the great number that atttend, it depends, proba- 
bly, upon thofe who have abilities, and attend more to dioie. things 
tban a perfon of my Capacity probably does. 

J^ Did you vote for them ? 

A. I dare fay I did among the reft. 

j^. Do you vote for things without knowing what they art? 

A. There is no man but what is Pliable in that refpefi; I 
mi^t have done fo. 

^. Do not you fee what difficulties you might bring your- 
• lelf into, by concurring in things without knowing what they are ; 
were you near enough to hear what they were ? 

A* I was at a confiderable dtftance. 

J^ How did you vote ? 

A* By holding up hands. 

^ Did you vote then upon the confidence you had in wj 
body diat was there; or what induced you to vote for a rcfolu- 
tion you did not hear ? 

A, In confequence of feeing all the reft vote. 

Alexander Wills (fworn) 
Examined by Mr, Gihhs. 

^ Were you a Member of the London Correfpondiflg 
Society ? ^ 

A. Yes. 

j^ How long were you a Member of it ? 
A. Between two jind three years. 
^ Do you know Mr. Hardy ? 
A. Yes. 

^ What were the objei^s of the Society ? 
A. Parliamentary Reform. 
^ A Reform in what part of Parliament ? 
A. In the Houfe of Commons. 

I . J^ What 
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^ ^Kfibt were your intentions as to any other part of Farlia^ 
inent, as to die Xing, or the Lords i 

jf. Full of refpe£t, andhonoury and fidelity. 

^ Then your intention wks only to work a keformation in 
the Houfe of Commons ? 

jt. Solely. 

^ Had you any reafon to think that any other Members of die 
Society intended any thing elfe i 

A. Never, 
, ^ Was it the intention of any Member of the Society t^ 
)>ring this about by force ? 
. A^ Never to my knowledge* 

^ Would you have continueil in die Society, if you had 
found they had any fuch intentions \ 

A. Not for a moment. 

^ Were you at the Society when die refolutions concerning 
a Convention pafled ? 

A. No ; I have not been at the Society for mo^ dian a yi^ 
imd a half, 

j^. Was diere any reafon for ypur abfenting yourfelf? 

A. No J I had nothing upgn my confcience to deter me from 
being a Member; biit 1 had lipt an opportunity of being there 
from my avocations leading me another way. 

J^. Was it merely from your avocations leading you another 
way ? 

A. Entirely fo. 

^. flow long have yc^ known Mr. Hardy \ 

A. I have never had the pleafure of knowing him but from his 
making me a pair of boots, and feeing him as Secretary. He 
made me a pair of boots very excellent and cheap. 
.. ^ Is he a good member of fociety from what you have heard 7 
' ^. I never bcafd but diat he was^ 

Alexander JVilhy 
Crofs-ej^amiiied by Mr, Bower, 

V ^ What may your bufuiefs, or profrffion, be f 

A, A dancing mafter. 
.- Yot.IU X ^W^t^ 
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' ^ Were 70a aMcmber of die Cdnftitational Society 
J. Yes. 

^ You were a Member of bodi Sodcties? 

J. Yes. 

j^ When were you eleded a Member of die Corr e fponfing 
Soccty? 

jf. I imagine better dian two years ago. 

j^. How long have you belonged to the Conftitudonal 
Society ? 

■ J. Soon afterl became a Member of the Corre<^£ngf So- 
ciety ;— I wiihed to be a Member of the Conftitutional Society 
from a wifhto hear clever men fpeak, nothavkigitinmypower 
to go to the Houfe of Parliament, where I could have heard nort 
clever men undoubtedly. 

j^ You heard feveral men fpeak upon politics ? 

A I have heard feveral very clever fpeeches. 

^ Were they clever fpeeches by clever men f 

vf. You muft judge whether they were clever ipeecbes. 

^ Did diey ftrike you as clever fpeeches from clever men ? 

A I heard one or two, I thought, clever ^>eedies. 

^ You took up your idea of politics from them ? 

A I took my rule of politics from public report and from the 
debates in both Houfes of Parliament. 

J^. You did not go to theie Societies to read the public papers, 
or to read the debates in both Houfes of Parliament ? 

A I had not time in general to read the public papers. 

^ Which way dien did you get your information i 

Wills. What information ? 

Mr. Bower. Upon politics — you (aid you went there nothir* 
ing anopportunity of attending both Houfes of Parliament ? 

J. I didnot fay that ; I laidi went there to hear ckver men ^leaL 

^. Upon what fubjed? 

A Upon any fubje£bs. 

^. Were any fubjefts difcufled that did*not relate to politics f 

A I never heard one to my knowledge. 

^ Upon your oath, when pu went there, did you expeft ta 
hear any difcuffion upon any fubjed but politics ? 
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A. It was caS^ the Coi^tutioAal Societf^ 

^. That is no aafwer to ray qucftion ; when you went Acre> 
you (aid, you Went diere becaufe you had no opportunity of at- 
tending the Houfes of Pariiament, and went to hear dei^r men 
Ipeak ; upon what fubjeA did you go expefting to hear theni 
fpeak? 

A. Upon Conftiturional fabje£b» 

^ And thofe pnly ? 

A. Thofe only. 

^ Was that the place M^ere you took up your conftituttonal 
fbftrine ? 

A. Long before that 

^ From the iiewfpapers ? 

A. Sometimes I have had the honour of being in the Honour* 
able Houfe of Commons to hear die debates* 

^ And you went to the Conftitutional Society, not havii^ 
opportunities to attend the Houie of Commons, to fupirfy that 
defea? 

A* Not to fupply that defe£l: merely, but to hear different po- 
litical fubjeds diicufTed. 

^ You had no odier means of fupplyii^ die infermadoa I 

A. Not any that I diought better. 

^ Did you attend frcquendy ? 

A. You Aiaybe'better informed than I am* 

J^ I know nothing. — ^I alk you ? 

jf. I never kept any minutes of my attendance thert. 

j^ Did you not, upon your oath, attend them weekly ? 

A. When I could, I did ; and might for a month together 
^when I could s but I cannot be upon my oath to lay, diat I did 
attend diem weekly; I was happy to attend them weekly when I 
could. 

Lord Chief Juftice Eyre. You mean you attended diem as 
often as you could ? 

A. Yes. 

Mr. Bower. Were you at all acquainted widi the proceedings 
of die Society? 

A* Very litdes I never looked into dieir books. 
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^ Then you did not know of any of their tranla&ions which 
might bring fome of them, or thofe they employed^ into difficulties i 
[ A. No. ' 

<^ You never knew that any body w^ profecuted for 
^fting diem in their views I 
A. Neven 

^. Did you never hear of one WiUiam Carter ? 
A. Neven 

^. Then, of courfe, you never heard that he was in confioet 
ment at all ? 

A. Stay, Mr. Coonfel, give me leave to (ay, I was in company 
with a Mr. Carter, a mufician, at the London Cofiee-houle. 

^. Do you recolle<a Carter, the bill flicker ? 
, v/. I am iK)t, in a moment, to be told that I recoiled /iich a 
man if I do not; I heard of fuch a man, that he was in priibn; 
I never iaw him in prifon ; for flicking up a pofting bilL- — YoH 
aflced me if I knew fuch a man? I do not; I heard of him. 

^ You heard nothing more of him but that diere was fuch s 
jnanf 

A, I heard there was. 

^. That is all? — You never heard that there was a fab- 
Ycription entered into for him ? 

A. Yes J perhaps, I gave him a fhilling, or haIf-a*crowni or 
a guinea^ or five guineas, towards his relief, in confinement ; boC 
I do not know that I did to maintain him in his confinement, I 
did not recolIecSt the name of Carter any more than I h 
your's. 

J^ That is then what you now mean to fwear diflin^y, fci 
I will not let you now go back ? 

A. I do not fay I gave two guineas, or five, but I only lay I 
fubfcribed fomething, perhaps, to the poor man's family. 
^. Did not you fay two or five guineas \ 
A. I often •give five guineas without knowing to whom I 
give it. 

^. Did you not, a minute ago, fay you might have given i 
fiiilling, or half-a-crown, or a guinea, or five guineas^ to du» 
man, in confinement, for flicking up bills \ 

4 . ■'" l\ 
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A. I did not (ay fo^ to the man fin- iticldng up biDs* 

J^. Your geftures will not do ? 

A. Yo feem to wifh to confiiie mew 

^. I do not wifh to confufe you ; — the more diftinft you give 
your anfwer die better; do you ihean to fay, upon your "oath, 
that you did not recoiled when you faid, you might have given 
one, two, or five guineas to this man ? 

A^ I did not mean to fay, I had given one, two or five guineas, 
but I might have given half-a-crown. 

J^. Did you give one, two, or five guineas ?. 

A. I fay, I did hot ; I might give a few (hillings ; I give 
(hillings, as much as you do halfpence, to any poor man diat 
mmts it. 

SI2 Then^ I underfland, you now fwear diftin31y, you might 
give diis man a fhilling; but that you did not give him five 
guineas ? 
• A. Na 

^ Upon your oath, you did not give this man two guineas, 
or five guineas ? 
: ^. No; I cannot recoIkA what I gave him. 

j^ You never gave him a guinea, or fivef guineas ? 

A Not to my recoUedion. 

J^ Did you ever give him any thing ? 

A. I do not recoiled ; I often give to poor men and women in 
diflrefs. I gave a hundred and fif^ pounds to Ac Britifh fifhery, 
when I thought my country in diflrefs. 

J^ I afk you, whether you did, or not, fubfcribe any fum of 
money to the man who was in confinement, for fucking up bills 
for the Society, and on that account ? 

A. I gave, I believe, to the befl of my fecplledion, fome- 
diing, but what I cannot teD. 

j^.To whom did you give fomething ? 

A. That I do not know. 

J^. Who afked you for it ? 

A. In fome of the Societies, which, and where, I do not 
know. 

.J^ WhatSoci«ti?s2 
^' Y3 , ^,The 
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A. TheConpdpOfilingSttticties.- 

^. At the time you gave that, wits a fubfcripdon put aleot 
for the relief of diis man fo in cufto^ ? 

A There muft have been a mention of it^ or I (hould not 
luve known it; but I do not recoiled in what manner. 

J^ Did you attend one, or more of ithdEb Societies ? 

A* One, 

^ Which was that? 

A The London Correfponding Society, 

^. Atwhichhoufe? 

A. At Proi9xMr's, in Covtnt Garden* 

JS^. Wat it there you fubfcribed ? 

A* No; it was, I believe, in Compton-ftreet, if I recefleA 
right ; the laft time I was at any of tbofe Societies. . 

J^ Was Compton-ftreet a place where the Ddegates me^ 
or a Diviiion meeting ? 

A' Among the Divifions, I believe ; I did not belong to any 
Pelegajbe Society, but to die common oteediig. 

^. Which Divifion of the Society did you bekxi^ to? 

A. Proctor's, Na a, Coveht Gahfen ; dus waa^ I tUnk, 
No. 31, Compton-f&eet.. 

J^. Did you go there as a vifitor ? 

A. I believe I muft fia?e been a mendser of Aat, 

J^. You are noiw a member of the Cpvent Garden Diviiion? 

^m I es. 

^ Then, whether you have been a member of diat in Comp* 
ton-ftreet, you do not know ? 

A, It is the (ame thing ; not a feparate Society* 

^. The fame Divifion ? 

A. A feparate Divifion, 

^. My queftion is, i^ether you belcu^ed to one, (^ two Di« 
vifions of this Society ? 

A. To more than one; I think to another; I 0iink 37, 

^ Did you belong to more than two ? 

A. I am not fure of that; if I belonged to ten^ I fhould own 
it with pleafure. 

J^ When you were in the Society, doi ym Inmy »7 tinag 
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of anjr Secret Committee; perhaps pu ufuvcx heard of any fucb 
ifaliig? 

A I never cU* 

^. Did you ever hear of tbe Committee of Corrdpondence ? 

A Never. I faave heard <£ it fince, Bot in die Society; I 
have not beea in tl» Society fi«ce fwch a thifig has been men- 
tioned 

J^. Of courfe you know nodiing of any Secret Committee ? 

jt. Never. 

^. If a Secret Committee had been mentioned, it would 
have been to you a matter of furprife ? 

A. I do not underftand you ; I never heard of a Secret Com«^^ 
mittee of the Society in my life. 

^ Did you ever hear of any letter that had been written by 
the prifoner i 

A Never. 

Alexander Wlttsy 
Re-examined by Mr. Gibbs. 

J^. You had heard that Aere was a man in cuftody who was 
in diftrefs ? 

^. I had 

^ Did you, at diat time, know the man's name ? 
. A^ I recollefl it now; I didnot, when the learned Judge ^ke 
to me^ recollect diat there was fuch a man in being. 

J^ Was he reprefented to you as an objed in diftrefs ? 

A. In real diftre(s« 

J^ And for that man fo imprifoned, and fo in diftrefs, did 
you fubfcribe any money } 

A. I did ; but what fum I cannot tell; I cannot charge my 
memory whether it was a ibillingi a guinea, or half-a~guinea. 

^ What was your reafon for laying, juft now, that you per- 
haps fubfcnbed a guinea, or two guineas, or five guineas ? 

A. Becaufe I wouki.as foon give the one as the odier, for a 
poor family, or individual, in diftrefs. 

Lord Chief JuJUa Eyre. You have brought yourfelf into a 
Icrape, only for the lake of a flourifh. When ypu are upon 

Y 4 youc" 
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your oadi, if ycm would only fpeak plain Snglifliy ymi 
be under no difficulty ; there is a great difference between i 
(hilling, and a guinea> and five guineas, diereCbre you fluwU 
not have conveyed an idea diat you* did itot ' know wbetfaer jfm 
gave one lh9Iing, two ihil&hgs, one guinea, or five gatneas.' I 
would advife you, wlien ybu'are upoii your oath, never to fpeak 
by metaphor ; you have brought yourfelf into difficulties ; but I 
dare fay yoii meant very right ' 

Mr. Attorney General. I beg you ijlrordfliip will aik him irfnt 
he gave; " *' 

Lord Chief ^fu/fice Eyre. How much did yow give, in |)hiii 
Engiifh? ' ' ^ • ' * 

A Perhaps a few fhillings, perhaps hal£-a-<:rown. 

Mr\ Mtorhey General. Will yoiir Lordfliip' pleafe to aft him 
if it was not a guinea. 

Lord Qiief Jujiice Eyre. Do you fay it was not a guinea f 

>/. A few fhillings, to the beft of my knowledge. 

IfOrd Chief Jujiice Eyre. Under, or about live (hillings \ 

A. I fuppofe under. 

"^fr, Gibbs. I will now call a gentleman at the bar, wfao&ys 
he knows this witnefs perfectly well, and that he is a man oi 
good chara6ter. 

Lord Chief Jujiice Eyre. That is pcrfeftly irregular. It nn^ 
certainly abfurd in the Witnefs not to recolleifl that he was upot 
liis oath, and to i^alk In that rhodomontade way. I dare £iy bd 
meant to fpesJk ^ truth. ' " * • 

Archibald Hunter (fvyorn) 
Examined by Mr. Gibbs. 

^ Were you a member of either of thofe Societies f 

A. Which Society do you mean ? 

^. Either the Society for Conftitutional Information, or the 

London Correfponding Society ? ' 

• A. I was a mertibef of the London Correfponding Society, 
for, I think, about twenty m'dnths. - " ' • 

' ^. Do } 6u know Mr. Hardy, A^ prifoner t 
A. Yes : r do k|iow him. • . • 

Jg. What 
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^ What Divlfion vrere you of~wtfe you of the £uneQfaru 
fioa widi Mr. Har^f 

A Yes; I always tindcrftood Mr. Hardy b^onged to the $«« 
Qond ^Divifion, and I belonged to the Second Divfion^ 
\ ^. What .was the ckjeSt of yoiur Society} 

J* To obtain aJParliamentary Reform* 

J^. In which Houfe of Parliament { 

jf. In the Houfe of Commons mpft aflUredly; I never unr 
derflood any thing elfe. 

^ What were yoiir intentions towards the King, or towards 
the Houfe of Lordtf 

A That diey (hould remain as diey are, certainly i I never 
underftood any thing elfew 

^ Was it tl^e intention of any of the members of the So- 
ciet:y, tba( you knoii^, t9 bring about this Parliamemary Reform 
by force of wsvs ? 

J. No ; there was never any thii^ pf die kind agitated, that 
I Iqiowof. 

^ You know nothing of any fuch intention? 

jt. Moft aiTuredly I do not ; I never heard any thing like force 
sf arms out of the Reports of the l^ecret Cpmqnittee of the 
Houfe of Commons; I have read them attentively; I neveif 
4^ard of any for<;e of arms out of tbofe Reports ; I have heard 
it reported there. 

^ Was it the intention of any of the members of the §o» 
ciety^ that you know, to make any attack upon the Qovern^ 
ment of the country ? 

: ji No. ' 

^ It was not ? 

. :a No. 

^ What charafter did Mr. Hardy bear i 
. Ji The chanu^r qC a peaceable, reipedlable, qi^iet man> 

^ Was that bis general character I 

jt. For what I know of him ; I can only ^>eak within ^e 
time that I have entered into the Society* 

J^ Is that the cbaradler ^t has boroe ^et; fin^re you havcf 
known him? 
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. ^. It is ; and I have orery resdbn to believe that he is that 

^ While you were m the Society, did Mr. Hardy ever pth 
duce, at the Divifion^any letter &ona Sheffield, aboat pikes ? 

jt. Noj iieiver» 

j^. Did you ever know of his comnranicating any ftidi letteri 
to any of the members^of die Corrcfpondbig Society? 

A I do not know of any fuch thing* 

Archibald Hunter^ 
Crofs^examined by ^r. Law. 

^ You never heard of a letter from Sheffield about pikes? 

A* I never did; 

^ Did you never read that letter ? 

A. I never was in office. 

j^ You never have read it. You&y you have read the Re* 
ports of the Secret Ccxnmittee; have you never readk Aeref 

^. • I faanre read tt diere, but no where eUe, 

j^ You continue a member of the CorrefpondingSocitlytci 
tills moment? 

A. I do. 

^ Did you ever fee a paper like that circulated ? (Thefaper 
about the Ins and tbi Outs,) 

A. I never have before now $ I have heard of it, but I nefer 
faw it before. 

^ Who introduced you into the Society i 

A, A relation of mine. 

^. Has he a name ? 

A. Yes ; his ngme is Jofeph Hunter ; he lives in dd Cofnp« 
ton-ftreet. 

^ Did you attend the meeting of the Society pretty con- 
fbndy ? 

A. I cannot fay that I did ; I was frequently out of town, 
jind did not attend very often 5 I did not attend very regularly. 

^ What is your bufinefs ? 

A. None at all ; no bufinefs at all. 

^ May I take the liberty of afking how you get your live* 
Uhood ? 
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^. I am an independent man. 
' ^ You live upon your fropcrty i 

J. Yes. 

J^ In the funds, or mortgages, or what ? 

jf. That is out of the queftion ^ fometimes my property is 
in my pocket, fometimes in land, fometimes in die Stocks^ and 
fometimes in houfes. 

^ Were you at Chalk Farm ? 

J. Yes. 

^. And at the Globe Tavern? 

J. Yes. 

^ Were you at the dimier on the ad of May — can you re- 
colledl whether you dined at die Crown and Anchor when Mr. 
Wharton was in the chair ? 

A, I do not recollect that I ever was prefent when Mn Whar- 
ton was in the diair* 

^ I aflced whether you were prefent pn the od of A&y, at k 
dinner, at the Crown and Anchor, when Mr. Wharton was ia 
ibe chair, you told me you was not f 

A Your queftion immediately foljbwing upon that, I con* 
eluded you meant I bebnged ^Ifo to the Conftitutifmal Society. 

j^ Was you or not there ? 

iA I do not recoiled I was ever at any Society ^tfriiene Mr, 
Wharton was in the chair. 

^ Was you or not there «i the ad of May^ without re- 
ference to who vras in the chair ? 

A. If it was a meeting of the Correfponding Society,. ^ 
you will tell me where it was, I will endeavour to recoiled. 

Ltrd Chief Juftice Eyre. The enquiry is, as to a njeeting at 
die Crown and Anchor^ of the Conftitudonal Society ? 

A. I never was at any meeting of the Conftitutional Society 
whatever. 

Mr, Law, Did you ever dine> as a gueft, with die Coa(Ih 
tutional Society ? 

A* Never. 

S^. Have you beM at tbe Globe Tavern^ and ^ Chalk 

A. Ihave^ 
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A* I have. 

^ Did you hear the refolutions ?^di were cdme to at A«fe 
meetings ? 

A. I did. 

J^. You have faid that the procee^ngs of the Corre^nding 
Society were peaceable ? 

A. As far as I could colleft them, they were fo. 

^. You have faid, you heard the refolutions carried at Chalk 
rarm-— were they peaceable ? 

A. I have not faid that I heard them. 

^. Did you hear them, or not; I underftood you (aid ywi 
did hear them ? 

A, I heard them read, but I did not attend to them. 

Si* Did you vote for them, or no ? 
• jf. I did not. 

^ How came it that you did not vote for them ? 

A. Merely from that inattention which pervades my ¥^le 
icohdiift, perhaps, 

^ So you were there, and heard tb^m, and ^ey made nt 
impreffion upon your conduct ? 

A. Not in the leaft. 

^. You have laid you voted for them ? • 

A* I did not vote for them. 

J^. Did you vote againft them ? 

>f. . I did not* 

^ You took no part in them ? 

A- I did not 

J^. Did you fup with your Divifion that night ? 

A. I did ; what Divifion do you mean ? 

^. You faid you did; where did you fup? 

Jk There may be a mixture of Divifions. 

^. Where did you fup that night ? 
' A At No. 3 ; I thiqk it is in Compton-ftreet^ Soho^ 

J^. Was Mr. Thelwall there ? 

A. He was. 

Sl^ Do you recolleft any fongs being fung ? • 

A. I do not recolledt the purport of them. 

^ What 
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j^. What was you by bufinefs, when you condefoended t« 
follow any ? 

A. It is fo long ago> I cannot recolldSl. 

^ You have folbwed bufinefs ? 

A I was, I believe, a perfumer. 

J^ And had you forgot what bufineis you was \ was not jou 
a hair-dreffer ? 

A, Yes. 

^ Had you forgot that circumftance, when I afted you juft 
now? 

A. I thought a perfumer was fufEcient. 

^. But you faid, it was fo long ago fmce you were in bufi- 
nefs, that you did not know what bufmefs you followed ; how 
long is it fince you have done bufmefs as a hair-dreffer ? 

A, I think it is, fince I followed the bufinefs of a hair-dreffer 
about twelve years, to the beft of my recolle6tion ; I am not 
quite fure. 

^ And how long fince you followed the bufinefs of a per«- 
fumer? 

A. At the fame time. 

J^. Did you ceafe to be both at the fame time ? 

^. Yes. 

J^. About twelve years ago ? 

A. I would not fwear, upon my oath, to the time ; but it Is 
thereabouts. 

^. Then, having this pcrfeil recoUeftion that you have been 
a perfumer and a hair-drefler, about twelve years ago,, how 
came you to tell me it was fo long ago, you did not recoiled: 
what bufinefs you had carried on ? 

A I did not fay that. 

Lard Q)ief Jujlice Eyre. What he faid was, that it was to 
Jong ago fince he carried on any bufinefs, he could not recoiled 
what bufinefii he fidllowed^ 

Alexander Frafer (fworn) . j 

Examined by Mr* Gikts* 
j|. What bufinefs ar^ you ,? 

' 'A AVy- 
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A. A tayldn 

J^. Are you a member of either the Conftitutioiial Or (k 
London Correfponding Societies, or havt yttu.bfeen ? 

A, I have been. 

^ Of which ? 

A. Of the Correfponding Society. 

^. How long have you been a member of it ? 

A. I fancy about ten months. 

J^. When did you ceafe to be a m6mbef ? 

A. I believe, laft April was twelvemonth. 

^. What was the obje£l of the Society ? 

A. A Parliamentary Reform. 

^ In what part of Parliament — ^in the reprefentation of die 
people ? . 

A. Of members of Parliament 

J^. Of what Houfe of Parliament ? 

A. The Commons Houfe. 

^ What was your intent as to the King, or the Houfe of 
Lords ? 

A. Nothing at all ; never. 

J^ I)id you ever coUefi, from any of the members of die 
Society, that they had any other intent than that off a Reform in 
|he Houfe of Commons ? 

A. I never did, and never coiild. 

^ Did you ever colled, from any of them, ^t it was 
iheir intent to produce a Reform by violence? 

A. Never ; it could not be done by violence. 

^ But I want to know, whether any of the members, that 
you were acquainted with, had any intention to do it by 
violence ? 

A. By no means ; I could have had no concern widi tfaeait 
M that had been their objed. 

^. Had they any mtention of attacking the Government of 
4e country ? 

A. No. 

^. Do you know Mr, Hardyi the prifonerat the bar? 

d. I do* 

J^. What 
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S^ What IS Ms charaSer ? .'*^*" 

A AnKurfbfenriflbed chamdmr, I always thodgfttib; 
^ Is that his general diarafter ? 
jf. I believe his moral charafter is reaHjexetitplary* 

Alexander FraffTj 
Crcft-exainijieri> by Mr^ GMrrow. ■ 

^ Have I taken you correSly, that you ceafed to be a mem* 
ber in April, 1793 ? 

J: I think it was in April. 

^ And fince that, you have not been acqutiiited widi the 
tranfaf^ions of the Society ? 

.* No. 

Mr. Garrow. Then I will not give you any trouble. 

William Barclay^ (fworn) 

Examined by Mr. Gibbs. 
J^ What are you ? 

jf. A fhoemaker.r • • . . . 

^ Where do you live ? . , 

A In Duke-ft^t, St Adturtiiivlaiie. . 
^ How long have you been a fhoemaber ^ 
A. Near thirty years. 
J^. Do you know the prifoner at the bar ? 
jf. Yes- 

^ How long have you known him ? 
jf. About fifteen years. 
^. Was he ever connedied with you at all ? 
^. Yes- 

^. In what manner? 
A' He was fervant to me for feven years. 
J^. As journe3mMm ? 

A. He was foreman to me for feven .years. 
J^ How long ago did he ceafe to be a fervant of yours? 
A. About three years. 
^ Have ygukmwa him fincetfaattune? 
4 Yes. 

^ During 



(436 ) 

j^ Dtiriiy tiie whole of this 6xofii die iieven jean he Kred 
with youy and ihc diree years fince, during ^^lidi joa bm 
known him, what diara^r has he borne i 

A A very good chara&r. 

^ A good chanuSter for peace and order ^ 

jt. I never knew any thing elfe^ 

^ Is he of a peaceable and orderly difp6fiti6n, or the con^ 
^rary? 

j/. I always undf rftood he is as quiet a man as can be^ 

^ Are you a member of the Conftitutional Society, or life 
JLondon Correfponding Society i 
' ^. No. 

^ Have you ever been? 

^ No. 

The Rev. Thomas Oliver (iworn) 
Examined by Mr, Giibs. 

j^ What arc you ? 

J. A Diflenting Miniften 

^ Have you known Mr. Hardy, the pri(bner ? 

A I have known Mr. Hardy, the prifbner, about four years, 
between three and four years; I , accidentally got acquamted 
with Mr. Hardy by ftopping at a houfe during a fliower of rain; 
I fell into his company, and at that time I found him very 
agreeable. 

^ I will not lead you into that fort of account of him; vAaX 
I want to know of you is, you fay you have known him between 
three and four years; what character has he borne during that 
time? .. .,* 

J. I will fpeak, if you will give me leave, a few words, very 
ihort. 

Mr. Attorney General I have no objefiion to what the gen* 
. tlcman pleafes to fay. 

A. Finding Mr. Hardy very agreeable in converfation, and 
fpeaking like a' very ferious nian, I enquired his addre&; he told 
m^ at No. 9, Piccadilly, and told me he (hould be glad to fee 
me; I called on him there, and frequently, iil my calls, we have 

Idkcd 



t ^ ) 

talked 6n religious fubje£b, and fometimes^oh olidcal fdbjfl3s^ 
at one time Mr*. Hwty ^eifved me a paper td wfaidi )£S nfune 
^iiis affixed^ fome refolutiOns of the London Correfpondin^ So*- 
ciety; I immediately afked him the intent, or ultimate end..;m4 
defign that ^his Society had inview^ and he tdld me it >ylis aJR.e- 
form of Parliament, that is to fay, of the Houfe of Commons^ 
upon peacea\)le and cdnftitutidnal principles; he further added 
iipoirthe fame principles which his Grace the Duke of Rich-^ 
mond and the Right Hon. William Pitt were engaged in^ in thdi 
y&LrijiT.,. I have frequondy^ in converfiition, enquired of bim^ 
and tried, to fuck out, to gain what was: the intent' of the Society^ 
When I heard fomething about thefe Reports of the C^nimtttee 
of the Houfe of Commons, and fo on^ and he told me by all 
means it was to obtain a Parliamentary Reform upw conftim^ 
tional print^ipLes^ in a peaceable manner. 

Lard Chi^f Jitjiici ^yre. Since the report J 

A. Yes. * ■ > 

• ^. Where did you fee himJ 

J. At his own houfe. 

LwdChUfJuftice Eyre. Since the report ? • / ^ * 

A. Yes ; fince the report. 

Lord Chief Jujiice Eyre. KetioXicBtjovo^ 

A. I (aw Mr. Hardy at his own houfe, it was in the fummer^ 
I believe It was fince the Report of the Houfe of Commons 5 I 
am not clear when that Report was made exadly to the d^te, ncM^ 
Will I undertake to fweaf. 

Lord (jhitf Jujlice Eyre. Therefore I ftopt yoU, th4t yoU 
might recolle£i yourfelf; ■ , 

Mr. Gibbs. State as near as you can the tnne ? 

A. I think it was fome time about the beginning of Jtinej or in 
May, I am not fure ; but I was iii die habit of calling upon bioi 
as a neighboin: when I have gone paft. 

^ Do ydu remember the tinie he was taken up ? 

J. I do not remember the date of it; I remember tb- have 
tall^ at Mr. Hardy -s, and dien I was informed by hii wife that 
he was taken up ; {he ivas in a great deal of trouble, and very iUL; 
ihe was frightened upon the occafion. 
i. Vol III. Z ^ Sh» 
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j^ SHtisdeadfinoe? 

j/. Yes; and file toM me but a fewday 

^ You muft not Cay what flie. told 7011 — ^you arc oot fure 
^rtiat the tkM y^s when you had thi» Conterfiitian ? 

dt I htlkvt in die nfonth of May, to the beft of my reooU 
tedioit 

J^» Are y6u a member (of eidicr erf* dieie Societies? 

J, 1 never was in my life i member of any political Society 

^ Dtlrilig the dme that you have known, him,, wbit bs 
been bis dianider, I mean at a peaceaUe man, or the contrary? 
d. I fconceii^ from my firft actjiiaintinee mfk him, dot he 
"Was i mail of few woids, and of a very humble, peaceable diC- 
pbSM^y and I Ittvc never had any occafion to alter thfltopJAJOBi 
I believe him to be a man of an hokieft difpofitioo^ aad added t^ 
that, if I can judge from a man's convirfiitioi^ I bdieve he is 
one that fears God and honours the King. 

J^ You have colle£ted this from your ooAvcrfittiai widi 
him? 

A I have from knowing him^ and the general tenor of his 
conduft. 
^ Have you Iben him often I 
A I have. 

^ Yoa told me you had taken paiUs to dravr from hum iri^at 
his opinions vmt ? 

jt, I have when I firft became acquainted with him, and afiter 
diaC^ I believe I nu^ fay with fome degree of cokifi4iBtite, du^ I 
was in his confidence as a friend; I believe he Itoked tipQB 
me as a friend. 

The Rev. Thomas Oliver^ : - 

Crofs-examined by Mr. AtUrnej Gefural. 

j^. You did not belong to any of thefe Societies ? 
A. I did not. 

i^. Did yoa ever fee a paper pt&liOed as the proceedings at 
Chalk Farm, with Mr. Hardy's name toitf 
A. I never did. 
I ^.Did 
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j^ Did you ever fee a ixtper publiflieil w the prodeedlngt 
on the 20th of January^ ^794j with Mr. Hardy's name to itf 

A I cannon charge my memory that I ever faw it, I do not 
recoiled the contents of It ; I trouble my bead very little about 
fiolttics* 

J^. Look at that paper ? (Jhewtng it to the witnefs.) 

A. I do not recdled that I ever &w the feUow to this ps^Kr, 
or this paper before. 

j^ Did you know that Mr. Hardy was a member of a Society 
that had publiflied refdudens in fupport of Mr.Tbfxnai Paine's 
Rights of Man f 

A. No; I did not 

^ Tlien I need not afk you, I take for granted, whether pub* 
lifhing ^dt refolutions in fiivour of Paine^s Ri^m of Man, 
fliewithe fort of man that you would fuppdehcmoorsAe King f 
what is your anfwer to that \ 

^. I do not know, nor never did know, diat Mr. Hardy £4 
£ivour thofe refolutions, or diat he publifhed any thing of die kind. 
As I was going to obferve, I have but very little time to meddle 
Withdiofe matters ; when I can call «po« dny perfon ^t is ^SHiStd^ 
or any poor perfon, oranyoiie to do them any gOod, lamalwayft 
ready to do it ; but I have four fermons to preach in a week, and 
as I make (hem myfelf, I have very little fpare dme. 

^ Did you ever fee the bocd^, called Paine^s Rights of 
Msttif 

A. I have feen it, but never read it dirough. 

i^. Do you know that Mr. Paine Wfts ci ^ttember of the Coo* 
IHtiitiofol Society r 

u/» I do not know any fiidl Aii»g« 

^. Do you happen «o kAoW Mfr Bogue, a Diflenting Mi- 
nifter? 

A I liave linu4 of f«ieb a taiXAy but i do Mt kn^w.the 
Gentleman. 

J^. Do you happen to know whether he had any correfjpoa- 
d«BeKWith Mr. GEstrdy? 

A. Once upon a time, I think, Mr. Hardy mentiontd ilii> 

Z 2 ns^e, 
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iMune, but I do' not know that he ^id.he had a correTpoMa^cl! 
with Jiim. 

: ^ Did he inforrti you whether Mr^ Bogue had given him any 
advice about the papers J 

J. Never fuch a thing was ever linentidned to me by Mr^ 
Hardy, 

, ^ What did he iay to yoib about Mr/B<^ue^ theDiflen^g 
Minifter at Portfmouth ? 

• -A I think Mr. Hardy afked me if I knew fucb a Gende- 
masy and that he was a worthy goodHUUi^: otF to that purpoTe^ - 

^ Did he explain to you at all how he came ta know any 
thing of Mr. Bogue of Portfmouth i 
. A By no.means in the world 

, ^ So that you vifited Mr. Hardy, he informed y«u he knew 
Mr<Bogue,.a DiiTenCing Minifter at Portfmouth, and youhadr 
not the curiofity to enquire what Mr. Hardy in London, had t» 
dd with Mr. Bogu6^ a Diflenting Minifter at Portiinoudi ? 
, J. No. 

' <$: Upon your oath^ did Mr« Hardy eyer tell you that he had 
or not been down at Portfinouth to vifit ^y convi<^ on board a 
fcip at Portfmouth i , 
. J. No. 

^ Nor that he had feen Mn Bogue upon that ocqafion f 
^ A» No, noranyothen • 

^. You know nothing of Mr. Hardy's fcntiments abont; 
Paine's works ? . 

. wf. The chief I IquQW of him has be^n his converiatiofi tou^ 
ing the beft things ; fometimes he has fpohen of politics and 
Parliamentary Reform, and that he was a weU-wiiher to it. 

^ You iaid you had read Paine'a work ? 

J. Part of it. 

^ Have you tver read any thing about, honouring the King 
in it ? 
■ jf* No*. 

^ I think you (aid you were much m Mr. Hardy's oonfr'y 
dence? 
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' A. 1 do not know how much, but as a Minifter may call 
upon him ; it is reafonable to expe£t they will put confidence 
in men pf our de&ription, when men of character and pro- 
bity. 

^ Theo he Aevsr told you any thing about the proceedings pf 
.the London Correfponding Society, either at Chalk Farm or any 
.of thofe other phces? 

: J, He did not ; I only came to fpeak as to what I know about 
Mr. Hardy's charafteo 

Mr. Daniel Stuart (fwom) 
Examined by Mr, Gibbs, 

^ I believe you are Secretary to the Society of the Friends 
of the People ? 

A. I have aded as Secretary tp the Committee of that So* 
ciety. 

^ Meeting in Fririvftreftt ? 
. jf. Yes. 

^ Have you ever happened to fee Mr. Hardy th^ prifoner ? 
jt A. Very frequently. - 

^ Upon what occafions have you feen him ? 

A. I have feen him many years ago, but never had pccajion 
As% fpeak to him till within ibmething lefs than two years > about 
December, 1792, 

J^^ Upon what o^cafion did you fee him then ? 

A. The London Correfponding Society fent a letter to the 
Society of the Friends of the People; when the letter was an^ 
fvvered I carried ^e anfwer myfelf to Mo Hardy's houfe in 
Piccadilly, and delivered it to him, and from that time in paffing 
Piccadilly frequently, I have called in at his (hop, merely tp 
conv^rie with him, and to know what news therd was, 

^. Had you any converfetions with hiiyi relative to the London 
Correfponding Society ? 

A. Very frequently, ^ 

^. What did he tell you the objefl: of that Society was f 
. . A. He always told me the fole objed of the Society wgs si 
ireform in the reprefentation in the Houfe (^ CommoiiSr ^ 

Z 3 ^Dv4 
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^. Did he ever cohverfe rA^ 70U upon die way in. whick be 
Wiflied that refoi'm to be brought about 1 

AJ^. jtt^ney General That i» not a proper qlMftion. 

Mr. Gibbs. I afk this in order to fift die mind of the priibntr ; 
tiie crhne imputed to the prifoner i$ an aft of the mind; this 
oife is an anomdous one — ^the compaffing in his own mind the 
King's deadi ; I am aiking as to the conter&tions he has had 
lipoA Ae fubjeA, in order to find what were Ihs intmtiMs, wlnt 
the ftate of his mind was upon that fubjeft. 

Lord Chief Jujiice Eyre. What the tenor of his conver£ition 
was, is, I fuppofe, your objeA. 

Mr. Attorney General. I cannot fay I think it wordi diT- 
'puting. 

Mr. Gibbs. What were the means by which you undHbod 
from him that thte London CorreQxm^ng Society wiflicd to 
bring about this end ? 

J. I always underftood from him, that he t])(Ought die beft 
means were to inform the people of the bad ftate of the repre- 
sentation, and fo to gain a number of members to dit Seeiety, 
that they might get a great number of fignatures to a petkioA 
to Parliament, by which means a reform might be obttuiied. 

j^. Did you fee him at any time after this ? 

jf. Since that time, till the time d>at h^ was taken up, I wis 
in the habit of calling on him perhaps once, twice, or mere 
times in a week, it was very uncertain, principally frooi cu- 
riodty I ufed to call at his houfe, and have converiation with him 
generally about his Society, and die odier Sociedes that hit 
Society were in correfpondence with, about what Aey were 
doing refpeAing a relbrm in Parliament; that always made die 
bafis of our converfation. 

^ Did it appear to you, that he repofed confidenee in 
youf 

J. I have not a doubt he did ; we talked very freciy about a 
reform and the beft means of producing it, and in one poiat be 
and I never could agree ; he £ud die Duke of Richmond's plan 
^wouM be the plan at laft — ^I £ud I did not think it was die beft 
plan s that was the only point we disagreed upoi^ 

^ Had 
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^ Had you any converiation with him concerning thH Con« 
vention that was talked about ? 

Mr. Attorney General. This Convention that was talked about 
—not having faid one word about a Conventton. 

Mr. Gibbs. There may be a little irregularly in ptitting the 
queftion, I only want to bring him to the time. 

Lord Chief JuJIice Eyre.' You ought to enqiiife to be fu*c, 
firft of all, whether he knows any thing of a propo&d Conven* 
tion, and whether he had any opportunity of knowing what Ae 
prifoner'6 fentiments were refpeding that Convention. 

Mr. Gibbs. Had you ever anyconveriation with him ? i m i 

Mr. Stuart. There is one thing in particular I think it my 
duty to mention with regard to whether he was likely to confidt 
.in me, or tell me his mind ■ 

Lord Chief Jufiice Eyre. You have (aid you bought he did 
put confidence in you ? 

J. There was one particidar occafio n ■ * 

Lord Chief Jufiice Eyre. I do not want to know the private 
Mftory between you and him; if yoit fity yoit think he put cooiU 
^ dence in you, it is very well 

Mr. Gibbs. Had you ever any converiation mth him ^out any 
Convention? 
,. . <^. I do not exadly remember diat I hwii but I have no 
ikmbt that I had. 

j^. During the time yo^ have known him, what diaraAer hat 
he borne? 

- if. Prom others, and from my own obfervadon, I have alway!s 
thought him a very fimple man in his manners; of a very ib* 
..oiFenhve, peaceable condud, and the laft man I ihould h«ve 
tiiought that would have been guilty of any violent condudl. 
. J^ Have pu hadany opportunity of colledin^ from him «Ae-^ 
tiier it was his objeft to bring this about by peaceaUe means, or 
otfaerwife? 

,jt. I have always heard him &y he vrilhed it to b^ brought 
about by peaceable means ; I never heard him memion violent 
means in my life-— quite the rever&. 

Z 4 DtfirW 
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Mr. Daniel Stuart^ 
Crpfs-cxamincd by -Mr. Attorney General. 

S^ You are Secretary to a Society (railing themfelves the 
friends 9f the People \ 

A. Secretary to the Copimittee pf tl;ie ^ocictyj^ I never ni-as 
jLpppiQte4 Sefiretary to the Society. 

. -^. You know there i> a Society i^ London calle<J the Society 
t(or Conftitutional Infomiatipo ? . ^ 

A. Yes J I know there is. 
. H^. It may poffibjy have occurred to you, as Secretary to the 
^ciety of th^ Friends of tjje People, to know that the latter So- 
^cty rej^|£led all cpgefpondence with the fproier I 

A, Yes ; I know that. 

.-^ Did yo^ happen to knovtr that die prifoner at tjic bar was 
an afibciated member of that Society? 

A. I never hjpard tha^ he y^as y \ never knew of my owa 
-^npjvjrle^e yrbo y^ere men[i\>ers of ^ith^r the London Corre- 
j^Mmding Society, or the Sogiqty for Conftitutional Iiiibnnatioii. 

^. Then you being Secretary to <he.Conunittee of the Society 
of the Frie;ids o^, the Pepple, and the Society of the Friends rf 
the People having rejected all correfpondence with the Society 
for C9P^t\itioi\al Infor^pjition^ you did. not know that the 
prifoner was an aflbciated member of the Society fpr Cpnftituj 
j(ipnd Information ? 

A. I never knew it in my life. 

Six P^. y^^ remember a letter being written by your Society 
49 the Society for Confiitutional Information, frpn[i Iiord Jot^ 
jLuflel?: ''' '' " '.' 

A Yes. 
. ^. Do yqu rjemember ^y corre(poi^dence between your 
Society, the Friends of the People, and a Society at Sheffield? 

A. Yes; I do. 
. ^ Po ypu recp^le^ wbet^ejr that ^^ in the month of May, 
;I792, or not? 

A, Yes ; I think the firft letter received frpm Sheffield was in 
the month of May, 1792. 
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^ Do you happen to know, that the Society at Sheffield, in 
jthe month of May, 1792, wrote a letter to the Conftitutional 
Society, whofe correfpondence your Spciety had reje£led, faying, 
ihey would have nothing pfior^ to do with the Friends of the 
People, becaufe ^ey were not purfuing the principles of th^ 
Rights of Man i 

A. I know no]li!ng of that at all. 

^. Do yoif recolleft what were th^ reafons why tiie Society 
of the Friends of the People wou}d haye nothing more to do witti 
the Society for (Conftitutional Information ? 

A. I believe the reafons are affigned in the letter that was fent 
\ii anfwer, 

^. With reference tp their having recoi?ifliende4 Mf. Painef^ 
great plans of Reform ? 

A. Yes 5 I believe that is in the anfwer. 

^ Do you iuippen to knqw, ^\ tl^ L$mdon porrefpop^ng 
.l^ociety have been going upon the fame plans of Reform ? 

A. I cannot cxa£Uy &y that I did^ 

J^. Did you ever fee the London Correfppnding Society's 
^ddrefs of the ^th of Auguft, \i<ff, i 

A. I cannot fay I ever few it 

^ Did you eyer fee an Addreis pf the London Cpr^efponding 
Society of the 2odi pf Janusqry, 1794 ? 
• A I have. 

^. Have you feen the I^pndon Cprrefponding Society's relbv 
.}utk>ns at Chalk*Farm \ 

A. Yes ; I have. 

,^. They wrote to your Society a^ut a Conyejuicm, I believe | 

A. They did. , 

^. You rejefted that ? 

A The Society declined it, 

J^* I believe your Society had ibmc correfpondence with th^ 
'Xpndon Correfponding Society n during all.thefe proceeding*; dq 
you recolIe£l any application they made to you to know the print 
xiplcs. of your Society ? 

'. A. I think there was a letter, not exaffly to know the prinw 
ciples of the Societ^^ but.lo Imow die plaathey meant to adopt. 
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^ Did yofur Society infonn diem what length tfaey metttto 
go to at diat time ? 

A. 1 believe they dcdined to inform them. 
• j^ Do I underftand ytni right, that you never heard of .Ae 
prifoner's being an aflbciated member of the Conftkutioml So* 
ciety, whofe correfpondence your Society had rejeAed ; ihat y«i 
knew nothing of the Addrefs of the London Correfponding 
Society of the 6th of Auguft, 1792 ; diat you knewnothiif 
except what you have learned now of the proceedings of the 
20th of January, 1794, and of the proceedings at Chalk-Farai? 

J. Nothing more. 

^ Lo(dc at this printed paper (Jhewing it to the witnefs) : Ii 
this an account of the proceedings of your Society ? 

A This feems an authentic copy of the proceedings of the 
Society I belong to. 

J^. As you were Secretary to Ae Society, you can infMmine 
whether die gentlemen,^ whofe names appear here, are aH mem- 
bers of the Society of the Friends of the People i 

J. I believe not aS of them } foine have wididrawn, andieme 
new members have been added to this Society, fince that lift was 
made. 

J^ You are aware of the fail, fappoHng it to be a h£t^ Aat 
after the Society of the Friends of die People had rcje<Sked conr- 
ipondence with the Conftitutional Society, by their letter, that 
feme individuals ftill remained members of both Societies ? 

A Yes; I do not exadly know further than from report^ wh(> 
were members of the Conftitutional Society, but from the evi- 
dence I certainly believe that diere were gemlemen who were 
members of both. 

Mr. Daniel Stuart^ 
Re-examined by Mr. Gihb$^ 

^ What objedions did the Fri^uk of the People take to diat 
Icuer which was fent to them ? 

A. I really cannot fay what objections ; at the dme that letter 
w:is fent, it was in the beginning of the Society, and at that dmc 
I ^^'as never preienc at tbe meetings of the Society, cr theCom^- 

mittet, 
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nuttee, z6d cannot form any opinion of any odier objeftions dian 
what arc ftatcd in dicf letter. 

y^bft Carr (called), 
( This witnefs Ufusfivom^ acceding to ihef^r.n ufedin the Cbitrth cf 

Scotlandy holding up the right hand^ repeating tbefe folhwing 

words :) 

« I, John Carr, do fwear by God, and as I (hall anfwer to God, 
«* at the great Day of Judgment, Aat I wOl fpeak the truth, 
^ the whole truth, and nothing but the trudi^ b hdp me 
« Goi" 

Examined by Mr, Gibbs. 

J^. Are you a member of cither of thefe Societies I 

w/. I am not. 

J^. How long have you known Mn Hardy ? 

j1. Upwards of tvy^enty years. 

^ Have you known him well during that time ? 

J. Yes. 

J^ What chamber has he borne during that time i 

J. The chara£hr of a fober, peaceable, honeft, worthy man. 

J^. From what you know of his chara£ler, is he a man at all 
likely to raife any difturbaoce, or commit any a£i:s of violence I 

A. Never. 

Mr. AttorneyGeneral That is a queftion never put. 

Mr. Gibbs. It is a queftion I never heard any obje£lion ta 

Lord Chief Jujiice Eyre, I have oTten heard it put, ^d often 
keard it objected to j it is certainly not a ftridly tc^ar queftion ; 
you are to afk his general character, and from thence the Jury are 
to conclude, whether a man of fuch a chara^r would commit 
iiich an oiFence ; at the iame time, in juftice to the queftion, I 
muft (ay I have known it afked a hundred times ; I have very 
often hiyfelf objeded to it. 

M^. Garrow. If it had not been for the obfervadon Aat it 
never was obje&ed to, it would not have been obj^£ted (Or 
John Stevenfon (fworn) 
DxaouheA by Mr. GMu 

J^t What are you? 

jL Aooal. 
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• A, A coal-merchant. 

i^. How long have you known Mr. Hardy ? . 

A. About eight or nine years, as near as I can rccolle£^. 
•^ ^. Are you a mei^lber of either of tfaefe Societies ? 

A* I neyer w^ts. 

^ What character has Mr. Hardy borne, during the eight or 
fijne years you have known him ? 

A. I haye always efteemed him as a man of a. mild, peacc^e 
tUfpofitioii^ 

^, Have "you known him well during that time ? . 

A. Yes ; during feven jrears of that period he was with Mr. 
^Barclay, who makes fhoes and boots for me, and I had ocQifion 
to fee him frequently in his matter's bufinefe ; he alwa^ behaved 
with great upri^htnefs as far as I had occafipn to obferve him, 
jjuid I always efteemed him a man 'of a peaceable, mild £fpo- 
fition, arid, as to moral charad:er, I know no man that goes 
beyond him. , 

^ Ha^ that been his general character ? 

A. It has been as iar as I ever kneW, I neyer heard any tMiig 
IP the contrary. 

Alexander Gregg (fworn) 
Examined by Mr, Gibbs, 

^ What are you ? 

A. A bookbinder, 

^ How long have you known Mr. Hardy, the prifoner ? 

A. Seven years, laft May. 

^. Have you lived in the f^me houfe with him ^t any time ? 

A. No, never. 

^ HaVe you known hjni intimately ? 

>. Yes. 

J^ What has been his pharafter di|ring thofe feven years Aat 
'you have known him ? 

A. Always a very fober, induftrious, rather a religious ma4 
than otherwife. * • ' 

^ Has he been a peaceable, ^orderly man ? 

A. As far as ever I faw, * . .^ • ; • \ 
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J^. Have yovf known him well during this timer 

j^. Yes ; af * neighbour, conftantly.- 

^ Is this his general charafter ? 

J, It is, as far as I ever hear(L 
* Mr. Attorney GenerdL Were you a member of the Corre(^- 
ponding Society? . !. 

Ai I never entered the threfliold of the door of an/., of the 
Societies. 

William Henderforiy (fworn) by holding up the right bani; 
Examined by. Mr. Gibis. 

j^. What are you ? 

j£ A dcalef in cggil^ 

^ How long have you known Mr. Hardy ? 

j/. Near about twenty y6ars, 

^ Have you known him well during that time ? 

J. Perfedly well ; I have been intimately acquainted widif. 
hiin for twelve years. 

^ What character has he borne during Aofe t:welve years i 

A. An univerfally good character, for any thing I e\oer lieai:4 
ef him ; a ibber, honeft, fedate, religious, good man. 

^ Is he of a peaceable difpofition ? . ^ 

A, I never knew to the contrary. 

^ Are you a member of either of the Societies ? 

^. >Jo: - '' ^ ' 

^ . The Rev. James Stevens^ (called) 

This witnefs was fworn^ holding up the right handy repeathgthefit 

following words : 
^ I fwear, in the name of God, as I fhaU anfwer to God,^ in 
^ the Day of Judgment, that, in thi; cafe, I fhall tell die 
:^ trut)^ the whole truth, and nothing but the truth." 

Examined by Mr. Gihbs. 
^ You are aMinifter, I underftand? 
jI. I am. 
^ How long havje you known Mr. Htfdy, the prifoner.at 

thcbar.^ ^ 

; . .-. :^ ' A. Ever 
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A Ever fince I came to London ; feven jtax% 

^ Have you known him well, during that time? 

J. Pretty intimately. 

J^. Has he attended your c6ngrcgati(^ ? 

A R^olarly; he was a member of the coi^regttbft befat 
I came to it, and has continued fo ever iince. 

^ During the tune you have known him, what dander has 
lie borne ? 

jt A very refpedable character. 

J^; In all refpefts ? 

J, So 6r as I was coimeded with him, as a number of a 
idigious fociety. 

J^. As fiu: as you know him, lie has deferred that dianfltf? 

A Yes. 

j^ What is his general charader ? 

j/. His general dnra&er, in o&r congregation, is much to 
Ms honov, as to his moral conduft^ and as being a peacesUe 
member of a Chriftian Society ; and he is believed, by aS in 
iliat Society^ to be a man of conlcience, bodi towards Qod ind 
nan* 

Mr. JtHrney General You are not a member of die Cor* 
refponding Society, I believe ? 

J. I never was a member of any political Society; 

Peter Mac beany (fworn) hy holding up the right hand. 
Examined by Mr. Gibbs. 

^ How long have you known the prifoner at the bar, Mr. 
Hardy? 
jf. I have known him thefe fcrenteen years. 
J^; What are you ? 
J, tzm i, (hoemaker. 

^ During thefe feventeen years have you known fafm well ? 
jf. Very well ; I have been very intimate with him. 
^ During that time what charaAer has be bomof 
J. A very amiable charafter indeed, both civil and ndigiOMS. 
j^. Do yott fpeak from your bidwlsdge of kitnl 
jt. From my own knowledge, 

^ What 
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J^. What is his general chara&r ? 
A. A peaceable, quiet, well difpoTed man, 
^. Are you a member of either the Conftitutional or Ae 
London Correfponding Societies ? 
• 41 No. 

PeUr Machean^ 
Crofs-examined by Mr, JtUrmy GeturaL 

^ How long have you ceafed to be a member I 

A I have ceafed to be a member thefe two years, I bdleve; 
through an indii^fition I was laid up with Ac gout^ idiich 
confined me fix months. 

j^. What Diyifion did you ufe to attend ? 

A. When I did attend, I attended the Divifion No« 8. 

^ Where did that meet? 

A. At the Blue Pofts», in the Haymarket 

j^ Did you ever attend any other DivifRm I 

A. I attended, but not regularly ; I attended in Mr. Hardy's 
Divifion, No. 2. 

^ Where was that ? 

A* Prober's, in Covent Garden ; I was there only once. 

^. Do yoM remember coming to any refolution about Paine*s 
Rights of Man ?. 

A, No; not any. 

^. When did yon ceafe to be a member of the Society I 

A. About two years ago ; I cannot recoiled the month. 

J^ Do you remember your Society writing to the Society for 
Conftitutional Information, to defire you might havefome mem* 
bers allbciated with them ?. 

A. Perhaps I might. 

J^ Do you remember your Sodety^fiibfcr&iiig lo Mr. Paiae ? 

A. No ; my Dtvifioa never did. 

j^. So then you do not recqIleA ainy diii^ about tiie Society 
having any tbiog to do wei^ Mr. Paioe's Rights of Man? . 

A. Not in die. leaft ; that was at the end of our nscting. 

^. Did you ever meet in £xeter-ftr«t ? 

>/. Yes. . . . 

. ... ' ^ Wht 



^ Who was your Delegate there ? 
J. We had no Delegate there. 
• ^ Was not that a meeting cf Delegates at the Bell, id 
Exeter-ftreet, at the beginning of the Society ? 
J. No; we divided from the Bell. 

^ Before you divided from the Bell, who was your Dde- 
gate from that Divifion f 

A. We Had no Delegates at all ; i^e were no wayS formed. 
^ You belonged to it at the very firft ? 
^.'Yes. 
: ^ Who was yotir chairman at the firft meefing ? 

jf. I am not fure ; I cannot recoUedk whether it was Mar- 
garot, or whether it was fomebody clfe J I really cannot pofi- 
bly fay;/ 

^ You kneW Margarot very Well; 
A. Yes. 

J^ He was a fcian of a very peaceable, ciVil difpofition? 
:. M. He was, fo far a< ever I knew % I had very Uttle acquaint- 
ance with Mr. Margarot. 

^. Do you recoUeft who were the other members, at the 
firft meeting at the BeU-^was Mr. Hardy one of them ? 
' A. Yesi 
^ Do you recoUeft any other p'erfon who was one of the 
firft members of the London Correfponding Society ? 

A. Yes; there was one of the name of Black, and feVera! 
others. 
.^. Give me another name ? 
A. And Mr. Gow ; he is dead, and gone. 
^. Do you recoUeft any body elfe ? 
A. I cannot recoUefl: any more. 

§1* Howonany were you altogethcr-^what was the nuiii>cr 
that met at firft, at the Bell, in Kxeter-ftreet ? 
A. Sometimes' there were more, fometimes le(s# 
^ 'But what was the greateft number that ever met there \ 
A, There might be Airty, or forty, or m<^e. 
^ Do you mean to (Wear that you do npt remeniber any 
more than thirty or forty \ > 

tori 
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lard Cbtif JuftUi Uyre. Hovr miudy met tlie firft time ? 

A, The firft time I was not diere. 

Mr, Attorney General. The firft time you was tfaefe | how 
ouii J were they, to the beft (^ your recolle^on I 

A. There might be poffibly, twenty. 

^ You are fure Margarot was one of them; y^ii are clear 
about that ? 

A I think fo; I couM not be pofitive. 

^ You are fworn to fpeak the ¥*ok tniA i I'4efife to know 
die names of all of tbem that you recoiled? 

A There was a Mr, Merry> I recoiled. 

^ Whoelfe? 

A. A Mr, Dowling. . 

^ Had you no Clergyman among you ? 

A. Not any, that I know of. 

^. Had you any phyiidai^s among you I 

A. I (rannot lay we had. 

^. Any gentleman of any otHor profefto^ among you I 

A. I do not know that we had. 

^ Upon your oath, can you recolle£k nobody eUc} but thofe 
you have named i 

A. I cannot. 

j^. How many Divifions wefe diere of the Socic^, itt the 
time you left diem ? 

A. I could not, pofidvely, fay aliy duiig» as to how many 
Acre were. 

^. Were tl\ere im^or three, aiksordiiig ^ yoi|r JsiHwMge I 

A. O, there muft be more dian diat* 

^ What was the number of the Society) at dietisitycm left 
i^ taking in all die Divifions diat belonged to it ? 

A. I qmnot &y any tbilig to d^at. 

^ As you bdoiiged to tbe Society otigmaUyi iriuy draw up 
your original code of laws f 

A. I believe Mr. Margarot was die principal maob 

^ Was any bocfy eUe emi^oyed along widi Mr. Margarot 
to do it ? 

A. Poffibly there might be$ I do not recoUeA wbo was. 

yo^.ni. A a i^Uyw^ 
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4[v Upon your 6aih, do not you recoiled who it was to 
was to draw up you original laws i 

v4.No; I cannot recoiled. 

^ Did ydu ever vifit any body in the neighbourhood of Lon- 
don about it ? 

*//. No } I never did. 

^ Do you mean to fwear that? 

A I never vifited any body upon that account in die world 

^ So'theh you mean to fwear that you do not recoiled the 
name of any body elfe, that met at the Bell, in Exeter-ftrect; 
nor any body elfe that drew up the code, except Margarot? 

A I am very certain there vrere other perfons concerned ia 
it, but I do not recollect their names. 

^ Do you know Mr. Martin ? 

J. Yes. 

^ Do you believe he was one? 

jf. I believe he was not. 

^ Was Mr. Riehter one ? 

yt. I do not know Mr. Riehter. 

Alexander Gordon^ (fworn) 

Examined by Mr. Gibts* 
'^. What bufmefs are you ? 
A A fhoemaker. 
^ Where do you live ? 
A In Union-ftreet, Bifliopfgate-ftreet. 
j^. -How' long have you known the priibner. Hardy? 
jf. Above twenty years. 

j^. Have you knpwrw him well during that time ? 
A Yes. . I 

^ What charaSer has he borne during that time ? ' 

A. A fober, boneft, induftrious, and peaceable man. 
J^. Is that his general charadler ? 
A, I never knew him to be otherwife. 
^ Are you a Member of eitljer of the Societies ? 
A, I Never was. 
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Alexander Gordon^ 

Crofe-examined by Mr. Aturmy GemraK 

4t* Were do you live? - * 

jI. In Union-ftreet ; in the City/ 

^ You do not live in Alderfgate-ftreet, No. 91 ? 

A. No, 

j^. Do you know any body of your name diat lives there ? 

jt. I do not. 

yohn Bogue^ (called) 

This witnefs was fworn^ holding up the right hand^ npeating 
the following words: 

^ I do fwear, in the prefence of Almighty God, and as I fhall 
^ anfwer to God at die great day of judgment, that the evi- 
^ dence I fliall give to the Court and Jury, between our So- 
** vereignLord the King, and the prifoner at the Bar, (hall be 
^' the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth.** 

Examined by Mr. Gibbs. 

^ What are you ? 

Jt. A carpenter and cabinet-maker. 

J^. Where do you live ? 

jI. In King-ftreet, Golden-fquare. 

J^. How long have you known Mr. Hardy? 

jt. Ten years. 

J^. Have you known him well fince that time ? 

A Yes ; I have known him to be an induftrious, an honeft, 
and a Chriftian man, I believe. 

^ What is his general charafter ? 

A. What I have faid. 

^ Has he the charader of a peaceable man ? 

A. Very much fo, from every body I have heard fpeak of 
him^ when I have done bufinels for him I have always found him 
peaceable and pundual to his word. 

J^. Do you fpeak from your own Icnowledge of him ? 

A. Yes, and his general charafier. 

A a a ^ahft 



t 3SO 

y$Sn Boguey 
Crofr-exaiBiiied by Mr. /tterney Gernrat 
ij. Do you bdong to the London Correfpooding Society? 
jf, I did once. 
^ Whca? 

A, Near two years ago. 
^. Didyottbcfof^ toitlwhAiit wasfirftfwniedmExe^ 

J. No. 

^ What was your divifion ? 
J. Na5. 

J^. You have ceafed to belong to the Sode^ for two years? 
jt. For near two y^rsr 

j^ I>> you kno^ any dring of the proceedings of the Society 
for the laft two years ? 

J. Very little that. I can rccdiefl:* 

Matthew Dichy (fwom) 

E3camined by Mr. Gibbs^ 
^ What builnefi are you ? 
A A Scotch faflor. 

Mr. Attorney General. Is the common way your way of 
taking the oath ? 

A. I have taken it that way before, it is the way I have taken it 
fmce I came into this country. 

Si* Do you feel the obligation of an oath taken in ifiat way? 
A. Yes I do ; I am perfeftly (atisfied with it this way. 
Mr. Gihhs. How long have you known the prifoner ? 
A. Upwards of five years. 
j^ Have you known him well during that time ? 
A. Yes J I have done bufmefs with hhn. 
^ What charaflbcr has he borne daring lliat time ? 
A. A ftriftly honeft charaSer, an upright peaceable man, as 
any in the world ; I have had occafion to tall upon him often. 
^ Have you known him well ? I 

A. Perfeaiy wel}. 
^ What is his general charafter ? 

A. A very peaceable man, a ftri^y honeft man, particularly fo. 

^. Has 
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J^. Has he ever talked with you upon what die objeft was of 
the London Carfefponding Society at all ? 

A. He may have mentioned it, but our converfation was en- 
tirely upon bufuiefsu 

J^. You have not had anj <conver(ation with him on the fubjeft ? 

A. He might have mentioned it, but not particularly. 

Mr. AttomeyGeneraL You are not a Member of the London 
Correfponding' Society ? 

A. No, Ipeverwas!. 

Jatm^ H^rdj (fworn) 
Examinftd by Mr. Qihhu 

^ What bufinefs are you ? 

yf. A grocer. 

^. I bdieve, you are not a relation toMnlbrdy) the prifenerf 

>. Nq. 

^. Where do you live? 

A^ InSmithfield* 

^ How long have you kaownthe prifoner? 

A. Ever fince the year 1779, or 1780^ 

^. Have you known him well? 

A. I know him by being a neighbc^u* of hisu 

^ From the year 17.80, to At prefent time, what d»iaAer 
tas he borne ? 

A. I never heard any but ^ beft of dbani^rs, a quiet 
peaceable diipofition* 

^ Has that been his general ^hani£ler? 

J, From what I know of him it has. 

^ And from what you have heard of him t 

A. And from what I hare beard of him. 

Mr. Att$mif GituraL Were you;i M^ipober of aay of thofir 
Societies ? 

A» Never^ 



// hiing nm Twenty Minutes pafi Twelvi o^CUck^ en Sunday 
Mornings the Ciuri adjeurned t$ £ight g'ChcJt^ en Mndaf 
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6£SSION HOUSE IN THE OLD BAILETi 
Mtniojt November the yij 1794. 

F R E s E N T, 

I... Lwi Chief Juftice EYRE j 

lord Chief Baron MACDONALP} 

Mr. Baron HOTHAMi 

Mr. Juftice BULLERj 

Mr. Juftice GROSE; 

And odiers,'hi< M^eft/s Jufticos, &c. 

Thomas Hardy fet to the bar, 

Afr. Srflfiuf. My Lord, I would now ftate a fad, whid^ 
probably the Attorney General will admit — Your Lordfliip, 
and die Ju^, will recolleft, that in tHe courfe of the evidence, 
a letter was proved to have been written by one Davifon, at 
Sheffield, to the priibner at the Bar, Mr. Hardy, endofuig a 
letter, (which letter was alfo read to the Jury,j which was re- 
quefted to have been forwarded by the prifoner to Norwich, for 
purpofes fimilar to that for which Davifon Is fuppofed to have 
ftnt it ; I wife to prove, by a gentleman now in my eye, if the 
feft is not admitted, that tiutt letter was found in Mr, Hardy'? 
poflfeflion unopened. 

Lord Chief Ju/iice Eyre, The material obfervatien arifmg 
upon it is that it was unient, becaufe he had nobufinefe to open it, 

Mr, Erjkine, It is a ftrong circumftance that it remained iui-» 
opened and unfent, for fuch a length of time. 

Lord Chief Jujilce Eyre. Its being unfent is, I think, a ftrong 
circumftance indeed, but its being unopened \ do not think 
amounts to much, 

John King^ Efq\ (fworn) 

Examined by Mr. Erjkine^ 
^ Pid you find the letter in the pofleffion of the prifoner, 
when he was taken into cuftody^ whjch has been given in evi- 
ifence, in an cnclofure ? 

/No 
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A. No ; I did not find any of the letters, they were all taken 
^way by the people who came. 

^ Did you fee diem ? 

A. I iaw tfaem* 

^ Was the enclofure of the letter, that was dire<aed to Nor- 
wich, open or not? 

A. I cannot exa&ly fpeak as to that fa£t \ but I remember 
the meifenger, while he was marking me paper, iaid, ^ here is a 
** letter unopened," I fuppofe that to be the letter. 

j^. Who was that perfon ? 

A Ithinkitwas Gumell. 

^ You recoiled .die meflengers taking notice that there was 
a letter then unopened ? 

A. Yes; which I underftood to be a letter, enclofed in ano« 
dier letter. I iaid, ^ open that letter and mark it the &me as die 
f ^eft." 

JDavtd Martin (fworn) 

Examined by Mr. Erjkinen 

J^ What is your trade I 

A. An engraver, 

J^ Where is your place of refidence ? 

A. At Sheffield. 

J^. How long have you been an inhabitant of Sheffield ? 

A. About twelve years. 

^ Have you carried on trade during that time f 

A. I have. 

^. Was you a Member of the Sheffield Society? 

A. Iwas« 

^. When did you become fo ? 

A» Within about diree months from the time of its commence^ 
inent. 

^ Up to what time did you continue a Member? 

A. Till the time that Mr. Carnage, and odier perfons, were 
taken up ; that is, I have not attended at the Society fince. 

^ What was your objeft in being a Member of that Society ? 

A* For the purpofe of obtaining a Reform in the Common^ 
Houfe of Parliament, by legal and Coni^itution4 mtsuis^ 

A a 4 ^ Thrt 
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J^. That was your €hwi (AyjtSti 

A, It was. 

^. I alk you, upon your folemn oath, imtl die truth is bettor 
than all other things, from all that you obferved, and heard, and 
faW, In the comfe of your attendance upon that Society, had you 
any reafon to believe, or have you now, before God, any 
reafltfi lb befiere, that their dbjefts K^ere difierent from yoor 
o*fA? 

A. By no means* 

J^. Did you ever fee any thing pals^ or dfd you hear any diiag 
that led you to believe, or that leads you noir to bdiere, Aat 
thent titras to hiteiition to attack die Gorernment by armed foiee 
and violence ? 

A. N6t the moft diftant idea of it. 

' ^. Wieit you a Member of the 'Sheffield Society at the dmc 
i^ fent its Delegates to ScotKlnd ? 

A^ Yes ; I was. 

^ From y/tax, pafTed in the Society, upon diat occafion, what 
was your objefb in fending your Delegate ; what was he to do ? 

A. For the purpofe of co-operating with the other Delegates 
from the different Societies, in order to produce the objed I 
have already mentioned. 

J^. By what means did you intend, or contemplate, that Ais 
end was to be accomplifhed ? 

A. By a petition to Parliament. 

J^. What was the reafon, after the petition brought forward 
by Mr. Grey had been rejeded, for having Delegates ? what did 
you e*peft would be the confequence of a petition from Delegates ? 

A. I do not perfeftly underftand you. 

j^ What good efFeft did you exped to arife from fending De-r 
legates in order to have a petition from large bodies of people ? 

A, The effect of a general co-operation of the great body of 
the people, the tXttSi of the general fentiment. 

J^ What effeft did you expeft that fentiment to produce ? 
Did you expeft it to make an impreffion upon the Parliament fo 
as to induce them to grant the redrefs applied for I 

jI Yes. 

^. You 
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J^ You expefted that the general fentiment of the ptopAe^ 
as far as you could colle& it^ would make an impreffion upon the 
Parliament) and produce that efFed i 

A. I did. 

J^. I afk you folemnly, upon your oath, whether it Was in 
your contemplation, or from what you heard and (aw in the 
courie of the debates and proceedings, as far as you are ac- 
quainted with them, whether it was the intention of thofe Dele- 
gates to contrive means by which Parliament ihould be compelled 
to graiit it ? 

A^ By no means. 

SI* Would you have remained a member of the Society if you 
had reafon to believe or fufped^ that diat was die obje6^ \ 

A. I certainly would not. 

J^. Was any thing faid, or did you colloft from die general 
objedls of your Society, that it was their intention to «fFe£l the 
King's Majefty, either in his perfon, or his ftate and dignity ? - 

A. Certainly not 

^ Was there any intention that you could colleft (I mt* 
not afking your ideas or imagination) from what pafled in your 
liearing in die courfe of the proceedings of die Society^ to toudi 
the Lords Houfe of Parliament. 

A. Certainly not. 

J^ Was you at the Caftle Hill wfcen Mr. Yorkc made a 
fpeech there ? 

A. I attended the latter end of die meeting $ but I heard very 
litdeofit. - 

^ I take for granted that every now and then a hot fpirit 
might (hew itfelf ? 

Lord Chief Juftice Eyre. Do not take any thing for granted' 
when you are examining a witnefs. 

Mr. Erjkine. I will not a(k any more queftions ; I am quite 
iadsfied with what he has faid. 

David Martin^ 
Crofe-examined by Mr. Attormy GemraL 
^ Have^ou lived at Sheffield for fome time f 

W2. 1 



( 36^ ) 

JL I have. 

J^ Who were the perfoas that principally managed the bufinds 
cf the Society at Sheffield? 

A. A Committee was chofen occafionally from the Society. 

^ Do you know a perfon of the name of Gale ? 

A. 1 do. 

J^ He was a printer at Sheffield ? 

A Yes. 
^ ^* He was an a^ve man in the Society i! 

j/. He was. 

^ What is become of MnGale ? 

A. I cannot telL 
' J^. Is he at Sheffield now? 

A. I believe he is not. 

j^ Upon your oath do not you know he is not ? 

A. I jC^uuiot poffibly fay i I have not feen him. 

j^. Hav^. you called at his houfe withiii thefe two months ? 

A, I have at the houfe which lately was Mr. Gale's ^ he has 
nowy I believe^ nohpule in Sheffield. 

^ You were made an aflbciated member of the Confiitu-^ 
tjonal Society in London, fo long a^o as March^ 1792, were 
you ? 

A. I believe fe. 
. J^ Was that done with your knowledge ? 

A' Yes; I believe it was. 

J^; Did the people at Sheffield write to London to defire that 
at the requeft of any body in this part of the world, or not ? 

A. Not that 1 know of. 

J^. Whofe propofition was it that you fliould write to town to 
become members of this Conftitutional Society \ 

A- It was a propofel in the Committee. 

^ Do you recolleiSi; who made it \ 

A^ No. 

^ Do you recolle<a: a letter being read in the Conunittee that 
night, defiring you to propofe it ? 

A, I do not recoUeft it, 

^. Do you recoiled a letter from the London Society beipg 

read 
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read in the Committee, defiring that you might prt^le dut 
jrou (hould become aflbciated members of the Society? 

A, I do not particularly recolleft. 

^. Particularly recolle6l ! do you recolle£l any thing about 
it? 

A. I cannot take upon me to fay. 

^. Will you fay you dp not recolleft ? 

A. I do not recoUeft. 

^. You were not acquainted, I believe, with the particular^ 
pf the conduft of the Convention in Scotland, were you ? 

A. No further than what appeared in the public newfpapers, . 

^ What newfpapers are you (peaking of? 

A, The Edinburgh papers. 

^. What, the paper called the Gazetteer ? 

A. Yes. 

^. Then am I to underftand you,' that you know of &e 
proceedings of the Convention, as they appeared in that Ga«! 
^etteer ? 

A, I have heard them read. 

^. Then you approved of the proceedings as diey appeared 
in that 'Gazetteer, djd you ? 

A, Not altogether. : ! 

^. What part of them did you difapprove of? 

A, Particularly that part relating to a Secret Committee. 

^. Had you a Secret Committee at Sheffield ? 

A. No. 

^. You had not got fo far as that ? 

A. No ; nothing of the kind was ever entertained* 

J^. You fay you were at die Caftle Hill ? 

A, I was part of the meeting ; at only the latter part of the 
jneeting. 

^ Do you remember that when fomebody propofed to 
petition tile Houfe of Commons, it was negatived, and 
it was determined to petition the Houfe of Commons no 
more ? 

A* I was at the outfide of the people, and dierefbre could not 
he the proceedings, 

^.You 
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^ You would proba% have diiapproyeil of that refi^l^tian| if 

you had heard it i 

A. Perhaps I might 

^ So I fhoidd have fuppofcd^you know Mr* Ygrke ? 

J. I do. 

^. Wafrhe a Sheffield man? 

A. I believe not. 

J^. What brought him to Sheffield ? 

A. I cannoc telL 

J^ Had you much acquaintance with him \ 

A No acquaintance previous to his firft coming to ShefieM* 

^ You knew a great deal of him, I believe^ after be ^d 
come? 

A. I fiequently have heard him fpe^ in priviUe, and in 
public. 

^ You were very intimate with him, were not you ? 

A I cannot fay I was very intimate. 

^ Were you very often with him in private ? 

A. I was. 

J^. Having been very often with him in private, you and 
he had both the fame opinion about obtaining a reform bypeaccr- 
ble means ? 

A. I cannot fay we ted altogether. 

j^. What was the difference between you ? 

A. I cannot recoUedl exaftly ; with refpeA to a Reform in 
Parliament, we differed in many other circumftances reipe&tng 
political matters, but with refpedl to the fpecific difference I 
cannot at prefent recoiled. 

^ Do you know who the Editors of the Patriot were ? 
- A. I do not. 

J^ Upon your oath do not you ? 
• A, I do not, 

j^ Did you never hear who were the JWitors of that paper ? 

A. No ; I never did, only what public rejport has £ud ; I never 
heard who were but merely by public rumour, 

^. Did you ever hear by public rumour, or otherwife, who 
were the Editors of ^he Patriot ? 

A\ 
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Jk I have heard it fiud that certain perTons were Editors of 
die Patriot. 

j^ Who did you hear it (aid were Editors of the Patriot ? 

A. Mr. Brown was mentiohed as one peribn. 

^. Do you know Mr. Brown's hand-writing uriien you 
fee it ? 

A. I believe I do. 

J^. Mr. Brown was your Delegate to die Convention, was 
not he? 

A. He was, 

j^. He was a peaceable well-difpofed man? 

A. We believed (b. 

J^ Do you remember your Society having any communication 
with a Society at Stockport ? 

A. Letters have occafionally pafled. 

^ Have you leen Aeir letters in your Society } 

A. I have feen fix&e Imers, but do not particularly recollei^ 
any of them. 

j^ They were alfo peaceably difpofed, and ailbciated for the 
&me end as youHeh^ no doubt ? 

A^ We bdieved fih 

^ Tell me whedier that (Jhewing the witmfs a letter) is 
Mr. Campbell Brown's hand-writing or not, according to your 
belief? 

A. I believe it is. 

^ You know upon the CafUe Hill, that there was a action 
made to petition die Houfe of Commons ? 

A. Yes. 

^ Upon your oadi were you in the fecret dat that motion 
was made, by contrivance, to be negatived ? 

A. I was not 

^ Do you know it now ? 

A I know it by feeing it mentioned in the public posers. 

j^ You knowit no otherwife ? 

A I have heard it fpoken of generally among people that they 
fuppofed fo. 

^. At 
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J^ At the time you attended die meetmg, you did not hum 
diat that was a contrivance ? 

A I did not» 

J^ And many hundred others of you, I fuppo(e» didnot i 

A. I believe fo. 

David Martin^ 
Re-examined by Mr. Erjkine, 

j^ When you (ay die motion was negatived for petidomng 
Parliament, do you mean to fay it was negatived to petition Par- 
liament ultimately by the Delegates, when they got the fenfe of 
a larger body of die peqile I ' 

A. I underftood the not petitioning Parliament, applied to die 
prefent Parliament, the prefent Houfe of Commons* 

j^ Whatever Mr. Brown Campbell, or Mr. Campbell 
Brown might write, or whatever -he might thinks or v^iatever 
he might do — did your Society give him any authority to aft 
for you at Edinburgh, except in a legal and conftitutional 
manner \ 

A. By no means. 

^ I do not care whether he a£led legally or not, but did your 
Society give him authority, confining him within the limits of 
legal and conftitutional behaviour ? 

A. They certainly did. 

^ Would you have confented^to the fending of him to 
Edinburgh, if you had believed that he would have tranfgreffed 
die rules of law ? 

A. I would not. 

J^ You might be miftaken undoubtedly ; but I wifli to 
know whether you afted with the intention that you have ftated 
to us ? 

A. I certainly did. 

Lord Chief Jujlice Byre. Were the proceedings at the Caftlc 
Hillpubliflied? 

A, They were, 

Lord Chief Jujlice Eyre. Was Mr. Yorke's fpcech publifhcd 
fikewife ? 

A. Yes; 
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A. Yes i the proceedings, including the principal pirt of Mr* 
Yorke*s fpeech. 

Lord Chief Jufttce Eyre. Do you mean that fpeech? 

A The fpeech which was afterwards publifiied. 

Mr. Erjkine. Which has been read in Court ? 

Lord Chief Jujlice Eyre. And yoU' have read that fpeech ? 

A. Yes \ I have feen it 

Edward Oakes (fwom) 
Examined by Mr. Erjkine* 

^ What are pu ? 

A, A plater. 

^ An inhabitant of Sheffield i 

A.Ye^ 

J^ A houfekeeper diere ? 

A. I am not a houfekeeper; I live with my fiither^ 

^ What is your father ? 

A A grocer. 

j^. Was you a member of the Society i 

A I was. 

J^ From what time to what time ? 

A. I think from the year 1791, to the prefent time 

^ Did you attend frequently the meetings of the Society? 

>f. Yesjidid. 

^ Did you attend them what might be called regulaily i 

A. I did in the general; I was not at every meeting. 

^ But in the general you was a good attendant ? 

A Yes. 

^ What was your obje£l ? 

A. My objedl in joining the Society was this ; if by lawful 
and conftitutional means, in co-operation with the reft of my 
brethren, we might be able to gain a Reform in Parlia- 
ment. 

^. How did you exped that that co-operation with die refl of 
your brediren would produce that confequence ? 

A We expeded that our petitions would be heard. 

^ Did yon expe£t more efied): from petitions which migbt 
. J afterwards 
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«l^rwar& be prdented, under a ddcgttioii from large bodies, 
diah might be procured by the petitions of a fimll nuiBb^ ? 

A. Yes. 

^ Did you cxxifider that fuch petitions front Dd^ales of 
large bodies of peo|:Je, was more likely to impre& Pajrliament 
wid) tbe policy and juftice of the meaiure ? 

J. I did. 

^ Was it your intention, as hx as you muft be acquainted 
with your own objeds, if you were diGipppinted in the tSk& 
which you expefted, to ufe force or violence 

Mr. Attorney General. Pleafe to afk bim what his intendon 
was. 

Mr, Erjkine. Be fo good as to hear tbe quefticn out. I do 
not like to be interrupted in the middle of a queftion. 

Lord Chief Juftice Eyre. You have not alked ds witncft 
one queftion yet which has not been irregular. 

Mr. Erjkine. How am I to alk- a witnefs a queftiim, toucfa-. 
ing a particular point, without leading him, in fixne mcafiut. 
I don't mean to put the anfwer in his mouth ; I will purfue die 
queftion in the very way I was going to do, and will argue it 
with the gendemen. 

Mr. Attorney General It is not worth arguing. 

Mr, Erjkine. Then it is not worth interrupting me la dus 
i^y. If the petitions, the fuccefs of which you contemf^ted, 
fhould not have been attended with efFe^l, was it your obied to 
ufe force ? 

A. No; r\cytr. 

^ Would you have remained in the Society, if you had had 
any reafon to believe that that was the objeft of otheFS ? 

A. I would not. 

^ From what pafled in the Society, when you waR prefcnt 
at their meetings, what did you colled to be their objed ? 

A. I never underftood that the objcft of the Society, as a 
body, or as individuals, was any thing more than a Reform in 
Parliament ; and they did not, as far I knew of t)ieniy defire^ 
in the leaft, to gain this objedl by any other means than by pe- 
titionin^j Parliament. 

5 ^ Were 
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^ Were you prdTent^ upon die Caflle Hill, when a petition 
to Parliament vvas rejected, aiwi a petition to the King put in 
the room of it? 

jf. I wasi, 

J^. When that petition, to the Houfe of Commons, was ne- 
gatived for the prefent,^ was it determined, at no future time, to 
petition Parliament, when you had got ihe fehfe of a latrger body 
of people ? 

Lord Chief Jujtice £jre. Do you kn6w what the terms of 
die refolution were ? 

jt. I do ruit readied at p^refent. 

Mr. Erjkine. His Lordfhip, I fuppolle, does not aik as to the 
"Words, but if you know the fubftance of it ? 

jI. I do not know that the refolutiOn was, ftaling that Par^* 
liament fhould never be petitioned again. 

j^. Did it refer to that tune, or to all time ? 

^. I rather tibink it particidarly referred to that time only« 

J^« Was you in the Society at the dme when it was propofed 
to fend a Delegate to Scotland i 

A Yes; I was; 

^. Did die propofition, to have a Convention in ScodaiHl, 
and to have Delegates ient to it, come to your Society from 
^'Cotland, or did yo\i fend to it f 

j, I do not recolle£b 

^ When you fent your Delegate^ what was the objeft of the 
Society, as far as you coUefted it, from what you heard upon 
ihe occafioh; I arn not afking your ideas and notions In fending 
Mr. Brown to Edinburgh ? 

jS. The objcft of the Society, as fer as I knew of, in fending 
Matthew Campbell Brbwn to Edinburgh, was, in order that 
prdper meafures might be confidered of, for the purpofe of gain- 
ing a Reform in Parliament. 

J^. Was Matthew Campbell Brown, as Delegate from your 
Society, to exprefs the fenfe which your Society had ? 

J. He was. 

^ Was it the objeft of your Society, that your Delegate 
jQiould exprefs your idea f 

Vol. III. Bb yi^W 



A* It was > I dare lay our Delegate would haVe been re- 
called from the Convention if any other obje<9: had been pro- 
pofed. 

^ Was he direfted to purfue the obje£k which the Society 
expreffed ? 

A, He was. 

J^. When the Delegates, from the ditferent Societies had 
got together, what w^re they to do ? 

A. They were to point out the proper way of addreffii^ Par- 
liament, unknown to uSr 

Lord Chief Jujiice Eyre^ Did you lay ui^nown to us ? 

A. Of addreiling Parliament in a cpnftitiitiona] way, that 
might not altogether be thought upon by us ; we thought them 
perfons more capable of judging of the moft effedual way of 
addrefEng Parliament than ourfelveSr 

Mr. Erjkine, What effe£l did you confider might be produced 
by having Delegates aflembled, peaceably, from very large bodies 
of people — ^what efFc<3: did you contemplate that wosM have 
with Parliament? 

A, We fuppofed that petitions, coming from fo re^Sable a 
body as wc thought theixiy would have confiderabk weight widi 
Parliament. 

^. Did you think that petitions, coming from Delegates, from 
a great body of people,, would have more effeil than a petition 
from a finall body \ 
' A. We did. 

,^ Did you contemplate that, by the purfuit of the fame 
peaceable means, Parliament might ultimately yield, from a 
fcnfe of juftice, to your wilhes I 

A. That was our ultimate expe£lation. 

^. From any thing that paffed in your Society, was there 
any thing in contemplation againft the King ? 

A, Not againft the King. 

^. Againll his title, or office ? 

A. Nothing againft his title, or office, ot life 

i^. Was any thing faid, when the Delegate was fent CaScot* 
land, concerning the Hoiife of Lords ? 
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A, I do not particularly recolleii whether there was or no» 
. J^ Did the objed of your Society extend further than the 
reprefeuitation of this people in the Hpuie of Commons \ 

A* I believe npt^ 

^. When did you firft hear, what We have heard a goo4 
deal of m this Court, of any arms, or pikes ? 

A. I do not particularly recolle<a the time; it was a few 
months back. 

.^. Juft a little btfpre Mr. Carnage -ms taken up, was not it ? 

A. Not long before. 

^ Do you recollecft whether the Society^ or any part of it, 
had been infulted, or threatened ? 

A. Yes ; I recolleift very well, the Society had very great 
aypprdbpnfibns of danger from the oppofite partyi becaufe the op- 
polite party had given them cauTe to fear, by their repeated 
threats to the Society, and by the ill ufage that fome of the 
members of the Society had met with from them* 

^. Do you mean, by the oppofite party, the magiftrates f 

A. No; by no means the magiftrates, but individuals, who 
took upon themfelves an authority which we thpugKt thpy hadno 
right to. 

^. Do you iipCQUeft whether that was complainad of in tjie 
Society, and whether any danger was thought of? 
^ A* It was cooiplained of in the Society, as a thing th^t was 
thought by the Society not right. ' 

^. I afk you, upon your moft folemn oath, whether there 
was ever any thing pafled in the Society, for arming it as a 
body, for an attack .upon the government of the countf y ? 

yf. I am fenfible in whofe prefence I now ftand, and I defire 
to fpeak the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth; 
and, in the prefence of God, I can folemnly affirm, upon my 
oath, that that never was defigned, never agitated, and, I be- 
lieve, never thought of in the Society, to arm, as a body, to at- 
tack government. 

^. If any fuch idea had ever occurred to any wicked man, 
. or wicked men, in your Society, have you reafoo to believe that 
you fliould have known it ? 

Bb 2 A lihould 



( 37* ) 

Ai I fhould* 

^ I do not a(k ]fou what any wicked man, in his own prf. 
rate mind, might have intended ; but if it had been the objcft 
of your Society, or any number of them, do you believe yo\l 
ihould have known it ? 

A. I believe I fbould* 

Edward Oakes^ 
Crofe-examined by Mr. Bower. 

^ Be fo good as to remember, when you anfwer my qad« 
tions, that you have fpoken about the folemnity of your oadu*-* 
You have been a member of the Sheffield Society, you lay, frooi 
die year 1791 ? 

A. I have. 

J^ Have you been intimately acquainted with die proceedingi 
of that Society? 

A Yes. 

^ You ftated dmt, I diink? 

A Yes. 

J^. Had you a Committee of members of your Society, wfad 
managed for the Society i 

A Yes. 

J^. Were you a member of that Committee ? 

A. Yes. 

^ Were ydu thej|e at die time when twelve Itnembers wcr» 
Tent, or intended to be fent, from the Conftltutional Society at 
Sheffield, to the Conftitutional Society in London ? 

A. I never was prefent when any fuch thing was ever pro» 
pofed. 

J^ Do you not know, in faft, you that were intimate with 
all the proceedings of the Society, diat twelve members were 
deputed, from Sheffield, to be elected members of the Conftku- 
tional Society, in London ? 

Oakes. To be elected members ? 

Mr. Bower. Yes. 

A. I do not know that I was prefent. 

^. If you mean to turn any thing upon the word elecSted, to be 
(ent, to have a communication with them ? 

Oakef^ 
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Oaies. To be deputed, to be fent from Sheffield to {hem F 

Afr. Bowir, Yes. 

j/. No ; I never was at any meeting where there was fuch a 
propofition made. 

^ Were they to be affociated, any of your members widi 
the Society in London ? 

jf. I do not know that they were, in any wife, to be aflbciated 
to them, any further than by corre(pondence. 
' ^ Were they then to be aifixsated by correfpondence ? 

J. In order to co-operate with each other, for die purpofes I 
have mentioned. 

J^ Were you there then, when it was agreed, or fetded, that 
twdve members of your Society ihould be aflbciated with the 
London Society, for the purpofe of correfpondence ? 

A I do not recoUeft whether I was or not. 

^ Did you never hear in the Committee, diat fuch a ftep 
had been agreed upon ? 
* jf. I cannot particularly anfwer to that. 

^. I beg you would recoUedl yourfelf, whedier you do iM 
recoiled diat fuch a circumftance happened j do you mean to 
lay it did not happen i 

jf. I do, by no means, wi(h to iniinuate that it did not 
happen ; but I do not rocoUeft wfaedier tiffre was any fudi pro* 
pofldon made« 

^ Do you not believe die fafi^ that fudi perfons vmvt 
aflbciated? 

yt. I do not believe that diere was. 

^ Do you know, whedier any prc^ofid diat was made about 
aflbciadng members of your Society, came from London, or was 
at firft propofed from Sheffield ? 

J. Indeed, I dp not know. 

j^ Did you conftantly attend die Committees ? 

ji. I did not 

^. And you never heard, either before or after, fucb a meafure,, 
d)at it had adually taken place I 

A. I did not. 

B b ^ l^ri 
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Lori Chiifjufikt Bjre. Did your Committee tak^ your pro- 
ceedings down in writing ? 

jj» Sometmies* 

Lord Chief Ju/iice Eyre. Did they keep a regular account f 

jt. Not a regular account 

Mr. Bower. What are become x)f thofe proceedings that were 
put int)6 writtiig at thofe Committees \ 

A Indeed, I am perfe^Jr a ftraz^ger to them \ for, at the 
time the pelibcis were apprdicnded and taken from Sheffield to 
lioadon, I did not, at that mMient, or at that time, a^«nd die 
Commitee ; fo that I cannot anfwer for any thing that the Com* 
joaitte^ did in mj^ aNeoce, 

^ In whoft cuftod)r were the proceedings that wfureput into 
writing ufua!ly kept i 

A. By William firoomhead. 
. ^ You fiud, you eicpe£led your petitions would be heard, 
whether you were prefent, when that refolution pailed which w^ 
have been talking ojf, when it wa$ refolved not to petitioa Parlisu* 
ment'any more \ 

Af I was, 

J^. Were you prefent when any letter was ii^tten from the 
Conftitutional Society at Sheffield, to the Society for CgnAi- 
tutional Information ill: li&ndon, rrfpefting a radical Reform d 
the Country, the 14th of March 1792 j that is Ipng fubfequent 
to the time of your beconung a membeir I 

J. Unlefs I was tp know the contents of the letter, I cannot 
fpeak. 

^ I will fliew it you 5 dp you know a man of the |iame of 
Samuel Afliton ? 

J. Yes, 

^. Was he ap aSive member of your Society ? 

A. He was at the firft period of it, 

^ Up to what period ? 

^. I do not know. 

J^. Where is he now ? 

A* Indeed, I do not kno*^« 

J^. IsbeatSheffidd? 

4f I apprehend 
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A. I apprehend not ; I believe he is fomewhere in the country. 

^ Did he correfpond with the London Correfponding Society, 
in the name of the Sheffield Society ? 

A. Yes. 

J^. Is ftat letter (Jhewing it to the witnefs) Afliton's hand- 
writing ? 

A. I cannot anfwer to it 

^. You muft have feen him write frequently in the Society? 

A. When he was an a£live member of the Society, 1 was not 
an aflive member. 

^. Have you never feen Afhton write, upon the folcmn oath 
to which you have appealed ? 

A, I never faw him write any letter to any correfpondent 

^. Have you feen him write upon any fubjeft ? 

A. I do not recoiled whether I have or not; I have feen him 
write, but not to examine his writing, 

Mr. Erjkine, You may take it to be Afliton*s hand-writing ; 
I am going to call a witnefs to prove Afhton's hand-writing. 

Mr. BoiveTp What Is Samuel Afliton ? 

A. I believe he was originally a painter, 

^ What is he now ? 

A, I fuppofe now he has ob^ined a patent, for the purpofe of 
tanning leather. 

^ You do not know where he is now f 

A. I do not. 

^. You may look at Ae contents of that letter, and tell me, 
whether you know of that letter being fcnt to London? (Th$ 
witnefs reads the letter,) 

^ Now you have r^d that letter; upon your oajth, do you 
know of that letter being fent to London ? 

A. I cannot anfwer to that, 

^ Do you believe you did ; I will try you firft in Aat way^ 
becaufe I advife you, that we know more of Ais Aan you arc 
aware of, and therefore be cautious ; upon your oath, in the firft 
place, do you believe, or not, that it was fent ? 

A. At the time that this letter was wrote, I was not an adivf 
mcmberi nor admitted into their meetings« 

Sb4 lf;^iA 
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^ Did you at any time after you became a member, know 
that that letter had been written ? 

J. The letters were not altogether known to the Society at; 
large 9 therefore I am not able to anfwer it. 

^ There is one thing in w^idi you arc inaccurate; but I do 
not want to furprife you; you ftated, in your examination^ disut 
you had been a member of this Society in 1791 ; this letter is 
dated the 14th of March 1792, and of courfe muft be written at 
the time you were a member ? 

J. Yes- 

J^ Yhen, though you had been a member from 1791 to 
March 1792, you did not know of that letter being written? 

j/. We, as a body, appointed Reprefentatiyes for us; and 
dierefore we entnifted to them to tran&& our bufineis, as tbey 
knew our views. 

^ Was any report ever made to the Society, of what thQ 
Commi^ees had been doing ? 

jf. Yes, at times there were. 

^ About what periods ; once a fortnight, a, month, direQ 
jnonths, or at about what intervals ? 

jf. Sometimes they were often made, and fometimes not. 
I ^ What was the time that was ofteneft-— was it once a week Jf 

>f. No. ■' 

J^. Once a fortnight ? 

Lord Chief Jujiice Eyre. Had you any fixed time ? 

A. We had not. 

Mr. Bower. Upon your oath, do you ever remember a reporjt 
being made of the proceedings about the period of the 14th of 
March, 1792? 

A. Indeed, I am not able to anfwer to that; I cannot recoiled. 

^. You fay, in that letter, that it is upon the principle of the 
Rights of Man; had thofe books been received in your Society 
as die principles upon which you were to aft, Paine's Rights 
of Man ? 

A, They had been introduced into the Society before they wer^ 
proved to be a libel. 

^ Your principles, however, that you ftate, are the right to 

a thorougl^ 
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a thorough Reformation — 2. radical Refprm of the Country, upon 
a fyftem confiftent with the rights of man, Were the rights of 
pan defcrjbed in tha^ book and this letter f 

J, I do not know whether this letter particularly means die 
jR.ights of Man, as particularly wrote by Mr- P^ine* 

Mr, Attorney Qenerql. Rea4 up that fenten^c : ** If the 
Y" Society for Conftitiftional Infqrmation, in Lqndon, ihould 
f^ vouchfafe fo far to notjce us, as tQ enter into a conne£)ioii 
^ and cprrefpondence "v^ith us^ it cannot foil of promoting 
f< honour, and adding ftrength to our feeble endeavours, and 
f* to the common caufe, whiph is the entire ipQtiye we have vx 
f* view.'* 

Mr. Erjkine. Begin at the beginning,, and read the whde 
fetter. — ^The Gentlemen of the Jury will be fo good as to take 
down the date of this letter J it is the 14th of March, 1792. 

Mr. Attorney General. That is not the letter we meant; but 
you may read that. 

Mr. Bower. This is not the paper that I am ex^imiiung to; 
J)ut I have no obje6lion in the world to his reading it. 

Mr. Erjkine. 1 haye no wifh to confume the time of the 
Court J I only wifh the Jury to take down that date, tlie 14th of 
^arch, 1792, becaufe I haye a witnefs to call in a few minutes. 

M^' Bower. As you defire to have it read, let thq witneft 
^fead it aloud. (The witnefs read the letter aloud.) 

« Sir, 
<* It is now about four months fince this Society firft formed 
^ itfelf into a regular body, then but very few in number i the 
** enclofed will inform you of their increafe, and which, is 
♦* moft probable, will foon become very numerous ; and not 
? only this large and populous town, but the whole neighbour- 
^ hood, for many miles round about, have an attentive eye upott 
^^ us; moft of the towns and villages, indeed, are forming 
^* themfelves into fimilar aflbciations, and ftriftly adhere to the 
^ mode of copying after us j you will eafily conceive the ncceffity 
*' for the leading members of this body, to pay ftrift attention 
^ to good order and regularity, lUid the need we have, of con- 
^ fulting and comnfiunicatixig with thofe who are fincere friend$9 

4 «'wl 
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^ and able adrocatcs, for the fame caufe ; for thefe reafbns, wc 

**> took the liberty of writing to Mr. Home Tooke, that wortfiy 

*^ friend and patriot for the Rights of the People, informing him 

^ of our earneft defires of entering into a connection with the 

•* Society of the iamc denomination with ours in London : His 

^ .very obliging and afiedtionate anfwer favours us with your 

«* addrefe; in confequence, we have taken the liberty herewith 

f^ to tranfmit to you fcmne refolves> which were pafled at our laS 

«* meetings by the whole body ; and the Committee was charged 

^ with the difpatch of printing, aind forwarding them to ywi 

^ accordingly, for Ac purpofc o( fubmitting them to the confix 

•^ deration of your Society, to make fuch ufe of them as they 

** think moft prudent* 

■ ** You will alfo notice the Belpar Addrefs ; they applied to us, 

" about two months ago, for inftrudions, as to our nnxlc of 

• ctMidufting, &c. had not then formed themfelves into any 

^ r^ular aflbciation. Belpar is nearly thirty miles from Ais 

f^ phxXy in'.Derby{hire, and eight or ten miles from Derby. 

*' If the Society for Conftitutibnal Information, in London, 

«* fhould vouchfafe fo far to notice us, as to enter into a con- 

•* ne(SHon and correfpondence with us, it cannot fail of promoting 

^ honour, and adding ftrength to our feeble endeavours, and to 

^ the common caufe, which is the entire motive we have in view, 

*' I am, Sir, 

" With the greateft refpe(3: and eftcem, 

" Your fincere friend, 

«* By order of the Committee, " SAMUEL ASTON, 

'^ Campo-lane.** 
. ^ Sheffield^ i^h Marchy 1792.V 

" We have taken the liberty of encloling a parcel for Mu 
^ Hardy, in anfwer to a ktter from him to this Soci^, re- 
^ quefting fome information concerning our method of con- 
^' dueling the bufmefs we are embarked in, &c, alfo informing 
** us, there are, in London, a number of mechanics, fhop- 
^ keepers, &c. forming themfelves into a Society, on the broad 
^ bafis of the Rights of Man. You will be fo obliging as to 
^ let the packet remain with you until he c^ fox i^ a$ by this 
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^ poft I have wrote him thereof. We have given him our 
.•* manner of proceeding, from our fetting out to this time, and 
** hope it may be of fome ufe ; the improvement we are about 
** to adopt is certainly the beft for managing large bodies, as in 
** great and populous towns, viz. dividing them into fmall bo- 
.** dies or meetings of ten perfons each, and thofe ten to appoint 
-^ a Delegate : ten of thefe Delegates form another meeting, and 
** (o on, delegating from one another, till at laft are reduced 
** to a proper number for conftituting the Committee, or Grand 
« Council. 

'^ Pleafe to forward the packet to Mr. Hardy, as foon as 
*« convenient," 



Mr. Bower, The laft letter was piit into your hand by a 
miftake ; I would wifli you to read this letter (giving the witnefs 
another letter,) 

A It is the fame date, the 14th of March, 1792 ; Sheffield 
Society for Conftitutional Information, to the Society for Con- 
ilitutional Information, in L<mdon. 
. ^ Who is it direifted to on the other fide ? 
A* There is no direSion on it. 

Mr. Erjkine, It is neceffary the Jury (hould know, as you go 
.tKi% that this is not new matter j that it is matter which has been 
.proved before. 

Mr. Bowers Certainly. — ^Is that the hand-writing of Mr, 
Afliton ? 

A. I cannot anfwer to his hand-writing in any refpeft. 
^ Do you believe it to be his hand-writing ? 
u£ I am not acquainted w*ith his hand-writing. 
^ You have feen him write ? 
A* But not to notice his hand- writing, 
Mr. Erjkine. I am going to prove his hand-writing, as I 
fiated befoi^e. 

(The witnefi reads it aloud.) 
« Gentlemen, 
** This Society, feeling as they do, the grievous effeSs of the 
^ prefent corrupt St^ defcils, and abufe of our country ; the 

♦* great 
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^ great anJ heavy oppreifions which the commrni mafs of At 
^ people labour under, as the natural confequence of Aat oor- 
\^ rupuon; and at the iame time being ienfiUe, to a degree of 
.^ certainty, that the public minds, and general fenttments of the 
^ people, are determined to obtain, A RAPIC AL REFORM 
* OF THE COUNTRY, as foon as prudence and difcreAi 
>* will permit, believes it their duty to make ufe of every pni- 
^ dent means, as far as their abilities can be extended, to oblua 
*^ (b falutary and defirable an objed a& a thorough ReformatiGQ 
«* of our Country. For thefe reafons, with great deference airi 
f^ fubmiffion to the members of the Society for Conftitadoml 
^ Information in London, we beg leave to requeft that tkf 
•* will be pleafed to admit the peribns of the following names 
«* ;miiexed hereto, as members of their Society, (they being 
^ our friends, and members of our Society), in order that a dofc 
^ conne£tion may be formed, and a regular communicatioB 
^ maintained^ between the two bodies ; that, being dins fbei^- 
^ ened, this Society may be better enabled to govern itfelf witb 
^ more propriety, and to render affiflance to their fellow-<atixcfiS 
^ in this neighbourhood, and in parts more remote; diat Aej^ 
«* in their turn, may extend ufefol knowledge flail furdier, from 
•f* town to village, and from village to town, until the whd(f 
^ nation be fufficiently enlightened, and united in the fame canfe) 
^ which cannot fail of being the cafe wherever the mofl exoei* 
^ lent works of Mr. Thomas Paine find refidence. 
^* I am, Gentlemen, 

*' Your moft refpe£lful and fincere friend, 
« By order of the 7" SAMUEL ASHTON, 
« Committee, j *« Secretary for this Society." 



Mr. Bower. In ^hat part where it fays — * the people are 
determined to obtam a 'radical reform of the country,** what 
word was the word originally, where the word country is now ? 

A I do not know; it is not intelligible. 

^ Do you know how thgfc two letters of die fame date came 
to be fent on the fame day ? 

A No J 1 do not. 

JJ. Did 
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S^ Did you ever hear of this letter, which I have nowdefirtd 
|rou to read, before it was written, or afterwards i 

jf. I do not recoiled it. 

^ Do you not recollect hearing of that letter at all ? 
* jf. I do not; 

^ That wa» a letter then compofed by the Secret Ccmunitteei 
iriiich never was communicated to you, at leaft i 
. Oaiis. By the Secret Committee ? 

A^. Bower. By the Committee i 

A* It never was. 

j^ It never was ccxiimunicated, to your knowledge, to the 
Society? 

A. I do not know, becanfe I did not attend all the Society!s 
pieeungs* 

^ I aik whether, to your knowledge, it ever was communis 
cated to the Society? 

A I cannot anfwer to diat. 

Lord Chief Jujliu Eyre, Do you know whether it was, of' 
vvasnot? 

^. I do not know whedier it was, or not; 

Mr. Bower. You (ay you were prcfent at the meeting ai tllQ 
CaftleHiU? 

A I was. 

^ Did you hear Yorkc's fpeech there ? 

A. Yes. 

^. Have you read it fince it was printed? 

A. I have not. 

^ Have you never read his fpeech ? 

A. No ; I have not 

^. Did you know Mr. Browti ? 

A. Yes. 

^. Was he die Editor of the Patriot, I mean the Gentleman 
fent as Delegate, Matthew Campbell Brown ? 

A. I do not know? 

^. Did you ever read a paper at Sheffield under the name of 
the Patriot? 
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Oaies. Do yott mean a newfpaper, or a book which tame out 
in numbers ? 

^ I believe it came out both ways;, did you ever read rither 
of tiiem ? 

J. I have read frequently the Regifter, which might contain 
extrafts from the Patriot, Mr. Gale's Ragiftcr.* 

^ Did you read the book that was publifl^ed under the tid»; 
of the Patriot? 

J. I read feveral of them. 

Lord Chief Juftlce Eyre. What was the title of the Rafter? 

A. The SheiBeld Regifter. 

Lord Chief Jufiiu Eyre. A newfpaper,publi(hed weekly? 

^ Yes. • 

Mr. Bower. Look at the refolutions in the printed paper paftei- 
ioto that book?. 

Oakes. Will you give me leave to read them over ? 

Mr. Erfkine. Do you remember that paper j do you know 
anjrthiagdf it? 

jI. I cannot tell. 

Mr. Bower. Read it over aloud ; it has been rc«l already. 

Mr. Erfkine^ That i3 a very good reafon why he need not read 
it aloud again (the witnefs read it over to himfelf) 

Mr. Bower, Now, upon your oath, were thofe re/bJutions, or 
printed copies of them, circulated at Sheffield as the refolutions 
cf your Society ? 

j1. Yes; I believe they were. 

^. You have feen them in circulation there; have you not? 

A I think fo? 

^. Did you at that time, or your Society, circulate the books 
which are referred to in thofe refolutions — ^I mean this part, " we 
" declare that we have derived more true knowledge from the two 
" works of Mr. Thomas Paine, intitled, Rights of IVIan, part 
** the firft and fecond, than from any other author on die fub- 
*' jeft — the practice, as well as the principle of Government, 
^ is laid down in thofe works in a manner fo clear and irrefifti- 
*' bly convincing, that this Society do hereby refolve to give their 

« thanks 
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^ thanks to Mr. Paine for his two faid publlauions, Indeed 
** Rights of Man, part the firft and fecond." 

A. Never fmce they were proved to be a libeL 

<^ I s^n not talking about their being proved to be ^ tib^ 
but whether thefe books were circulated by your Society, ^x>ut 
Sheffield, as the principles of Government which you had 
adopted ? 

A. They wtre, before they were proved to be a libeL 

^ Were they circulated by the members of your Society, Uk 
the neighbourhood of Sheffield, in very great numbers ? 

A. Indeed I cannot anfwer that. 

^. Do you know tliat they were circulated by die members of 
that Society at all ? 

A. Yes ; they were, before they were, proved to be a libel. 

^. I beg it to be underilood that the queftion has nothaig 
to do with proved to be a libel \ but were they not^ in bSt^ 
circulated ? 

A. They were fold to various perfons, both in the town and. 
country. 

^ By whom; by Gale? 

A, I do not know whether Gale fold any or not; I believe 
be did. 

^ By whom, do you know, were they circulated — ^were Aey 
circulated by the members of that Society, to your knowledige ? 

A. Yes. 

^ Who was this David Martin, who figns thofe refolutionft 
as Ch^rman of your Committee ? 

A. He was not conftandy Chairman^ 

^ Was he, at the dme thoie refoludons pafTed 1 

A. I do not know that I was prefent when they were pafled. 

^ Did you not know the time dll I afked you to the dime 
now? 

A, Yes; I knew they were circulated as fuch. 

^ Did you not know he was Chairman ? 

A. I know it by his name being to the minutes. 

j^ How many members had you about this dme In the Coihr 
fiitutional Society ? 

% A. I 
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A. 1 do not kivyvr. 

^. Do you mean to lay you do not know whether diere wcro 
twenty-five hundred, or ten thouland ? 

A^ I cannot anfwer to the particular number of Ae Society, 

^. As near as you can ? 

A. I do not wilh to fpeak any thing but tiiel truth* 

^ As near as you can ? 

Lord Chief Jufiici Eyre. Give fliort, clear, diftina anfwcrs; 
that is the way to convince every body that you fpeak tho 
truth. 

Mr. Erjktne. They are aflcing the number of members, at a 
diftind period of time, in a Society the numbers of which wert 
fludhiating. 

Mr, Bower. About how many ? 

J. Probably there might be about two hundred. 

J^. How came you to lay, in your Refolutions, that diey were 
increafed to nearly two thouland, if they were only two hun« 
dred? 

A. TTiere were many that were friends to the plans Aat we 
were propofing and adopting, that were not regularly entered 
into the Society as members. 

^ You begin by ftating, *''This Society, compofed chiefly 
^ of the manufacturers of Sheffield, began about four months 
<^ ago, and is already increafed to nearly two thoufand members, 
'' and is daily increafingj" was not that fifteen, lixteen, or 
eighteen hundred more than you had at the time ? 

A. Probably that might be taken from the number rf people 
that attended the meeting at that time. 

^ Did people attend the meetings who were not members ? 

A. Yes, at the firft beginning. 

^ Had you any meeting at which five hundred perfons were' 
got together, before the month of March, 1792 ? 

A, I believe there were. 

^ I obferved, when you were examined, you faid you hadf no 
intention to attack Government ; what did you mean that you 
had no intention to attack Government j if Government had at-» 
tacked you, and difperfed you, what were you to do ? 

A. We 
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A. we h6d no diefigns at all t6 attack GoTemment by ibrdf 
W arms. 

'^ Suppofing Govtoiniehtha4 attempted to difperfe you ? 

A^ We ihould have fubmitted toit. 

3^ You ddii^t knowi you (aid, whedier there was any inten- 
tion at all about altering Ae Houfe tH LOrds^ or about the Houfe 
cf Lords in any refped ? 

A. We expe£led a £sur and equal reprefentation in ^e Houfe 
of Commons \ that if Hiere wfere any corruptions in the Houfe 
& Lords, diat a reilbrdiation of tl&t Wduld follow of couHe. 

^ Then^ after aD you have ftated to ihe of thofe refolutions, 
ahd thofe works, yoii have beibre ftated^ you mean now to ftate 
that your idea was a mere rii^form by petition to Parliamenl|| 
and noting more f 

A. It Was: 

Jg. Was Martin the perfon, that fighcd diis, tiie iaft wiuicfs ? 

A. Yes^ 

Edvkird Oahsy 

Re-exSmiincd by Mr*. Erjkim, 

j^. You (aid, when you had obtained ah equal reprefentation 
in the Houfe of Commons, if there was any corruption in the 
Houfe of Lords, a reformation there w6uld follow of Courfe— do 
you mean tha^ that wouM follow, in confequence of an a£t of 
Parliament made by the King, the Lords, and the Houfe of Com« 
jhons, reftored to its purity, as yt>u wiihed it ? 

A. Yes: 

Mr. Bower. That is a leading queftion; 

Mr. Erjkine. Though there was no fixed time for }rour Com- 
biitee^s fepoiiing what paifed before thenfi) whether reports 
were not made from time to time to time^ and all the proceed* 
Ings publifhed in the papers ? 

A. I believe there were. 

^. Was there any concealment of what you did ? 

A, I believe diere was not^ 
4- ^ Were not the letters, which you have heard read in Court 
here, from time to time, printed in the newfpapers at the time I 

A* I cannot aijfwcr for that. 
. Vol. m, Co S>, But 
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■^ ^ But tlid jm not tK^rtife freq«eady» ^ ike fi^wipaperSy 
the proceedings and letters diat you had ? 

A I believe the proceedings of Ac Society wei5e, in general, 
publifhed in the newfpapers. 

. Mr- Bwfif. Did that bcK>k, called the Pattiim come out 
about the Gune time.as the uewipaper ? 

A^ The newfpapers came out long before the Patriot. 

Mr. Daniel Stuart^ (calleJ again) 

Mr. Erjkiru. I call this gentleman^ who has been ejamined 
before, in confequence of the evidence .which \your Lardfliip 
has now been attending to; this gcntlemaais Secretary to die 
Friends of the People, in Frith-ftreet, London^ whofe pro- 
ceedings are before the Court, Have you ai^ letter from the 
Sheffield Society, figned Samuel Afhton ? 

jI, I have, (produces iu) 

J^. Had the Society of die Friends of the People, at that 
time, publifhed their Declaration]^ I call it our Declaratioiii 
being myfelf a member of that Society ? 

A. Yes ; they had. 

Mr. Law. What is the date ? 

Mr. Erjkine. The 14th of May, 1792. At vHiat time di3 
the Society of the Friends of the People firft inftitute them- 
felves, and publifh their Declaration; have you one about you? 

A. I have ; here — (producing it) — it is the proceedings of AC 
Society, printed under my own infpeftion. 

^ Does this letter refer to this addrefs ? 

A. It does. 

Mr. Erjkine. We will read the letter firft, and then the ad^ 
drefs. 

Lord Chief Jujiice Eyre. What is the date of the Declani» 
tion, you fpeak of? 

Mr. Erjkine. The title of it is — « A Declaration, agreed to 
** on the nth of April, 1792, by the Society, entitled. The 
*« Friends of the People, affbciated for the purpofe of obtaimng 
^ a Parliamentary Reform.'* 

lord Chief JuJlice Eyre. When publifhed I 

5 Mr. 
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, Mr. SiMsrL Very (boo after. 

. Mr. Ermine* It ¥^s traqimitted to Aihton; and this }eUCt 
is the^anfwer of Aflicon upon the receipt of it. 

(It was read by Mr. Erjklne,) 
« DJECtARATION, agreed to on the iidi of April, 1792,1)7 
" the Society, entitled, The Friends of the People, 
" aflbciated for thepurpofe of obtaining A Parliamentary 
** Reform; 

** A number of perfons, having ferioufly reviewed and cqp- 
\^ fidered the actual fituation of public afFairs, and ftate of ^e 
^^ kingdom, and having communicated to each odier dieir opi- 
^ nions on thefe fubjcdb, have agreed and determined to infti- 
^ tute a Society, fpr the purpofq of propoling to t^arliamenty 
^ and to the country, and of promoting, to the utmoft of dieir 
•* power, the following conftitutional obje£b, making tfie prc- 
*^ fervation of the Conftitution, on its true principles, the foun« 
•* dati6n of all their proceedings, 

^' Firft, To reftore the freedom of Eleflion, and a oiQie 
^ equal Reprefentation of the People in Parliament. 

^ Secondly, To fecure to the People g more frequent esser- 
*' cife of their right of eleding their Reprefentatives. 

<^ The perfons, who have figned their names to diis agree* 
^ ment^ think, that thefe two fundamental meafures, will fur- 
<<. nilh die power and the means of corre6Hng the abufes, which 
^ appear to them to have sg^ifen from a negled of the ackn6w« 
^ ledged principles 'of the Conftitution, and of accompliihing 
' « thofe fubordinate obje£b of Reform, which they deem to be 
. ^ eflential to the liberties of the people, and to the good govern* 
^ ment of die kingdom. 

** Signed by 
^ Charles Grey, Efq; M. P. Hon. Thomas Maitlaind, M. P. 
^ George Rous, Efq; William Cuninghame, Efq; John 
w Tweddell, Efq; Earl of Lauderdale, Nicolls Raynsford, 
^ £61; James Mackintoth, Efq; Thomas Chriftie, Efq; 
^ Malcolm Laing, Efq; Right Hon. Lord Elinnaird, James 
« Ardidekin, Efq; William Harwood^ Efq; David Godfrey, 

C c 2 f Efq> 
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w'Efq; Higgins Eden, Efq; Philip Fiancis, Efq; M- R 
** Charies Goring, Efq; Mr. Seijeant Bond, William Lufli* 

- " ington, Efq; Samuel Rogers, Efq; Peregrine Dealtry, ££)$ 
« R. B. Sheridan, Efq; M. P. William Fullarton, Efq; Nor- 
<* man Macleod, Efq; M. P. James Lofh, Efq; Mr. Alder- 
** man Sawbridge, M. P. Richard Weld, Efq; John Cla- 
** ridge, Efq; John Wharton, Efq; M. P. James Martin, 

" ^ Efq; M. P. William Smith, Efq; M. P. John Hurford 
«* Stone, Efq; W. H. Lambton, Efq; M. P. John Godfirey,Efq; 
^. George Tierncjr, Efq; Arthur Piggot, Efq; J. B. Church, 
« Efq; M. P. Gilbert Ironfide, Efq; T. B. Hollis, Efq; S. 
«< Whitbread, jun. Efq; M. P. Sir J. Throckmorton, Bart. 
« M. A. Taylor, Efq; M. Pi WiHiam Breton, Efq; 

. Mr. Attorney dneraL Is that the Mn Breton, vriiole name 
occurs in the account of the proceedings at Chalk Farm I 
Mr. Stuart. Yes ; that is the lame Mr. Breton. 

<^ Thomas Rogers, Efq; Hon. Thomas Erfkine, M. P« 

'Mr. Erjkinc. Meaning me. Gentlemen. 

^ R. Knight, Efq; Thomas Thompfon, Efq; M. P. Cdonet 

" « Tarleton, M. P. John Scott, Efq; M. P. 
Mr, Attorney General. That is not me. Gentlemen. 
Mr. Erjkine^ This Gentleman is not John Scott, Efq; but 

Sir John Scott ; they are both very good men. Gentlemen. 
« Sir Bellingham Graham, Bart^ George Bjrng, Efq; M. P. 
" John Cartwright, Efq; Jeremiah Batley, Efq; Ralph Carr, 
« jun. Efq; Ralph Milbanke, Efq; M. P. Henry Howard, 

. w Ef(^ B. E. Howard, Efq; E. B. Olive, Efq; Henry How- 
« ard, Efq; M. P. John Leach, Efq; John Nicholls, Efq; 
« Jofeph Richardfon, Efq; John Tbwgood, Efij; William 
♦*. Chilholra, Efq; John Fazakerley, Efq; Richard S. Miles, 
** Efq; M. P-" Samuel Shore, Efq; Samuel Shore, jun. Eiq; 
** Charles Warren, Efq; Long Kingfman, Efq; Edward Je- 
♦« remiah Curteis, Efq; Samuel Long, Efq; M. P. John 
« Bourdieu, Efq; T. B. Rous, Efq; D. O. Bryen, Efq; J. 
" Lodge Batley, Efq; James Weft, Efq; Richard Carpenter 
«* Smith, Efq; W. Powlctt, Efq; M. P. George Livius, Efq; 

« Right 



( 3«9 ) 

** Right Hon. Lord Daer, Hon. John Douglas, Rev. Dr. 
** Kippis, James Jacque, Efq; Francis Love Beckford, Efq; 
« Adam Walker, Efq; Richard Sharp, Efq; Rev. Dr. Jofeph 
^ Towers, John Furnell Tuffen, Efq; John Clerk, Efq; 
« Thomas Bell, Efq; John Wilfon, Efq; Andrew Stirling, 
" Efq; Richard Heavifide, Efq; Mn Alderman Coombe,. Ro- 
" bert Merry, Efq; George Shum, Efq; J. G. Leniaiftrej 
** Efq; James Perry, Efq; Henry Clifford, Efq; John Croot- 
^ flianks, Efq; John Pratt, Efq; W. Maxwell, Efq; T. Hill, 
« Efq; J. C. Bentley, Efq; Thomas Bell, jun. Efq; Richard 
« Wilfon, Efq; Mr. J. Jarvis, C. F. Ward, Efq; Rev. C. 
« Powlett, William \Vhite, Efq; T- Holt White, Efq; W. 
«* Stone, Efq; Jofliua Grigby, Efq; Robert Aitken, E^J ^ 
« feph Spurrell, Elq; Thomas Nevill, Efq; T. Rutt, Efq; 
^ Robert Slade, Et^; Francis ^mble, Efqs William Sharp, 
*' Efq; John Barnes, Efq; Jofeph Rufe, Efq; T. Gordon, Efq; 
« Mr. J. Griffin, Mr. Edward ,Hall, Wijliam Bofville, ^fq; 
<« John Redman, Efq; J. Philips, Efq; Jv Porter, Efq;^ J. ^. 
<* Gawler, Efq; Rev. J. C. BankSj^ Bertie . Greatheed,. "EtfH 
<< Thomas Crookenden, Efq; Benjamin Bakewell, Efq; Colo- 
<< nel Haftings, D. £. Macdonnel, Efq; 
^ Non-reildent Members, who have jQgned the Dedariadon: 
«« Right Hon. the Earl of Buchan, Scotland; Sir J. £. Swin- 
*^ bume, Bart Northumbedand ; Profeflbr Millar, Glafgow; 
« G. Lloyd, Efq; Suffolk; W. Beliham, Efq; Bedford; Ga- 
<« pel Loft, Efq; Suffolk; W. Davy, Efq; Devonfhire; Jam^s 
^ Milnes, Xfq; Yorkfliire; Robert Monteith, Efq; Glaf- 
** gow.; J. Richardfon, Efq; Glafgow; J. Lofl^, Efq; Cum- 
^ bcrland; J. Grigby, jun. Efq; Suffolk. 

w Treasurers, 
« Right HofiQurable Lord Kinnaird, Geoarge Ticrney, Efq;'* 



Mr. Brjkinejto Mr. Stuart. The pbjefts of c^ur Society being 
communicated in diis manner, did you receive? Ais letter ? .^ 

Jt. I did. Our Declaration was publjflied about ^jdie end of 
April, in all die »cwfpapers ; and diis Ict^r came frpm ShelfieJ^, 

Cc 3 in 
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in confequence of their having feeh fliat in the newfpaper j it is 
dated the 14th of May. 

Mr, Attwmj General. Do ypu know Alhton's hand-writing ? 

A. I never faw him write \ he called upon me in Frith«ftreet, 
about that letter. 

Mr. Attorney General Your Lordfhips will peitnit me juft to 
mention that it is the fame hand-writing as z, letter of the 26th 
of May, which has been read from Afhton, at Sheffield, to the 
Conftitutional Society in London^ relative to tfiis very proceed- 
ing. 

. (It uuis, riead.) 

^ Comniittee ^r^ S^iccy for Cokistitutiokal iNroRMA- 

< <« TioK, at Sbeffieldf «> die Committed l>f die Honourable So- 

^ ciety^ entitled^ the Fiti£in>« OF TUV PtbPi;B> in London. 

•* GentTemefi, 

^ It is ^h ixifinjtfe ptealhfe we have read and confidered your 
« Addrcfs and Dfecfturatibn, ftomi yoiir Generd Meeting, i6di 
^ of April laft ; the {Jriftcipfe, ifter^irt fet forth, by fo large a 
** body of the tnoft relpcSabfe and worthy characters, is a (iiffi- 
*' cient teftimony and confirmation to us, that fo honourable a 
* Society, by fignalifing themfelves in fupport of the laudable 
• ** ^d general caiife of tfee 'coaimunity, wilt render tfaemfelves 
** moft triily worthy fi^-that high and benevolent, sqjpellation, 
<^ by which they are already known to us, The Friends of the 
« People. 

** Your fentiments, your motives, and your plan of obtaining 
^ a reform of the ibufes of Grovernment, are perfe£Uy in unifon 
^ with our ideas. It is our.bufincfs (to which we have always 
« confined our endeavours) to inftru<S the people, in a temperate 
^ and peaceaWe manner, ^e neceiSty of fuch a reform as you 
** point out i but haye never yet attempted to adopt, or point 
*^ out any particular mode of obtaining it, further than you 
^ wiH obferve by fte endofed j believing that, \x\ due time, men of 
*< more refpefl'able charaffers, and great abilities, would ftep 
^ forward J to fuch we have always had an eye, and upon' (udj 
? v/e liav'C fcVer meant to rely for our Government, and (he 
^ ♦* adoption 
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^ adoption of die moft eligible plan of a more free and equ£I 
** reprefentation in the Houfe of Commons, and die removal of 
^ the great abufes and impofitions, by meafur^s altogether in- 
•* adequate to the intereft and welfare of the nation in general, 
^ and to die mechanical and laborious part ol the community in 
«* particular. 

« It is, dierefore, with the higheft degree of fatisfe£Hon thit 
* we bdiold fuch a refpeftAlc body ftepping forward in fo 
** laudable^ fo juft, and' fo good a caufe; you have our 
^ w a rm e ft Mrilhes, fincereft dianks, and afiured endeavours of 
^ fiippordng it, to the beft of our abilities, in a radond and 
^ peaceable way;. It is our duty, and it will ever claim our at- 
^ tendon, ftri£dy to adhere to, maintain, and be governed by^ 
^ the principles laid down in your dedaradon, notwithftanding 
^ the grofe and ^dlacious infinuations of the enemies of juftice and 
** equity. We are aflured that lio honeft man, being acquainted 
^ widi our principles^ would have attempted to declare in the 
•* Hottfe,.** That the defign of diefe Affociations is completeljr 
•* to overturn the Conftltution, &c.*' Andwe areforry tfitt Mf. 
^ Baker was^ under the difagreeable neceffity of explaining in 
^ anfwer to fuch grofs allerdons, without having it in his power 
<< to fpeak with precifion to the principles and defign of diis and 
** die fimilar Societies, and to have united them widi your*s in his 
'•^ explanation. For this, and fimilar reafons, we are induced to 
'** take the liberty of troubling you wldi the above and following 
*« fketch; — Our Aflbciating, or Ticket Members, are now about 
** 2400 ; yet we have the fatis&dlion, with truth, to affirm, that not 
«* the leaft diforder,or confiifion, hath made itsappearancce amongft 
** us; all is unanimity, peace, and concord. As our Members in^ 
«* creafe, die number of meeting places are increafed in proportion, 
^ fo as not to exceed at moft thirty Members at one place. All 
^ the Circular Meetings are held once a fortnight^ on the fame 
'' evening ; our GeiKral Meeting is held once a month, at three 
" different houfes, on the fame day, generally very crouded, yet 
" good order and regularity is ftriftly attended tot— -and wc 
^^ doubt not, but what has been fuggefted to be impoffible, will be 
^ fully mainifefted tQ be not only practicably but eafy to aocom* 

C c V « plUh, 
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^ pli(h, vis. to introduce ufeful knowledge, good orders aodro- 
^ guUrity, into the minds and morals of the (x>nimoii, oir lower 
^ orders of the people. 

<< We zfc peirfe£^ly (atisfied of die integrity i|nd abilities qf 
^< thde refpedbbl^ charai^ers who conftitute the Society of the 
«* Friends of the people, (but if we may prefume to lay befbic 
^ them fome' thoughts, we have had, refpefting what medKid 
^ would be beft to adopt for pbtaining the general ^n^ of.dK 
^ nation, b^ore the propoied motion in die next Seffion of Par- 
^ liament takes place), we beg leave, with great dekrcocc to 
^ that Honourable Society, to fubmit the following to their fu- 
^ perior judgment ; we believe, the qnoft likely, and effefiual 
^ plan will be to eftablifli a Conyen^on in London, by. Depudes 
^ froni eadi county^ or diftrid, by whicfi means the fendoieDtt 
^' of xbt nation may ^ obtained widioutany omfufion or difordcr. 

^ Looking up to die Friends of the People as our leaders^ 
^ and i^ire6ix>rs, in the great and necefiary buflneis, we ihall be 
^ happy, ai^d efteeni it a great &vour, to receive any coommt 
^ nicadon vMdi they n^ry vouchiai^ to favour us with, 
f I have the honour to be, widi miich efteem^ 
** your very fefpeftful friend, 

• ^ (By order of the Committee} 

,« SAMUEL ASHTON, Secret^. 

^ Campo-lanc, Sheffield.'.' 
*^ Sieffiejdj May 14, 1792.'*, 
( Addrefled) ^ To the Chairman o/thi CqmmUUe of 4be Friends of 

" the PeopUy at the apartments of the Committee^ No. 52, 

'« Frith'Jlreety Soboy London.'' ' 

Mr. Erjkine. I caimot fpcak from my own recoUe£lion, but I 
take for granted, that on receiving fuch a letter as diat, the 
Society of -die Friends of the People fent an ahfwer ? ' 

4. They did. - 

^ Did any reply come to that anfwer ? 

X It did. 

^ Of courfe, in order to introduce the reply, it Mrill be ne- 
cefiary to read firft the smfwer of the Society of die FriejxU of 

die 
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^ PeopIe.-i-Geiitlemen, thi» is in die year 1793[, after die mo^ 
pan in the Houfe of Commons, th? Society of die Friends of d» 
People paffed a vote of thanks to all the Societies in the kingdom, 
that had affifted in procuring petitions to the Houfe of Commons 
upon that meafure, diat is a letter acknowledging the receipt i^ 
^le vote of thanks, and the fentiments of the people, at Sheffield^ 
fipon it.-- rHave you got one from Norwich, pf th^ lodi of 
{September, 1792 ? 

jf, I h3y t it hcixr(pr9dt(cing it) ^ 

Mr. Erjktne. This is die anfwerfent to. that letter, is it? 

JL Yes. 

J^. Was it figned by Mn Grey ? 

A. It was ; Mr. Grey was in the Chair of the Committee idaak. 
fhy; I carried die anfwer to him, to die Houfe of CommonSp 
aibr I had cqpied it out fair, he figned it, and I put it into the poft* 

One of the Jury. Have you the reply ? 

A. I have it nor here^ but it was approving very much of the 

imfwcr* 

(It was read). 

" No. 52, Frith'Jireety London 

« S I R, « May 24, 1792. 

« WE beg leave to acknowledge die receipt of your letter, of 
^ the 14th inftant, and to return you our, thanks for a confix 
^ dence which, we trufl, our future condu<^ will merit from our 
f* country^ 

w We liaye received fincere plcafi|re, not only from the firm 
f* and virtuous tone in which you have fpoken your principles, 
" but from the wife and temperate manner in which you have 
** limited their application to praSice. — We rejoice ^ that our 
** fentiments, our motives, and our plans of Reform are perfe6Hy 
«* in unifon with your ideas," The great body of the people 
" correfponding to fuch " fentiments'* will equally confound 
** the two oppofite claflcs of enemies to' the public weal \ that it 
f ' will defeat the hopes of thofe who would dupe the people into 
'* tumult, and thajt itwiUfilence the flanders of thofe advocates of 
"corruption, who have laboured to render die caufe of liberty 
«< odious and terrible to all good citijsens, by confounding it 

" widi 
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« wMi prindptef of aoaidij, and bjr loaduig it witbtfaeoUoqny of 
* provoking ciyU/DommodOfiy and of endangering die deftrudion 
<^ of a oonftitudon juftly renowned for di& freedixn and happmeb 
« which it hat (b loi^ beflowed. You are plea&d to bfj 
u that ^ you look up to the Friendtof the Peopleas your leaders 
^ and diredeninthit great builneft :" audiorifedas we feel our. 
« Mvet by this profened guidance, and by that hannony of ien> 
^ timent, which from the tenor of your letter, we muft fuppofe 
tt to exift between you and ourfelves, permit ua^talay be&re you 
tt fome ideas which are dilated by seal for^our common cauie. 
« The caufe of Liberty can never be endangered by the aflault of 
^ its enemies, but may fometimes be expofed by the indifcretioQ - 
^ of its friends ; its principles are founded on impregnable reafon, 
^ and its enemies are, dierefere, too dexterous dire^y to attack 
^ dienu It isnotagainft the reafonings of the champions of cor- 
^ ruption (for they have produced none) but it is againft their 
^ craft and their mifrepreientation diat wehave found it nccefikry 
^ to defend ourfelves by die warinefs of our language and our 
•* condud. A fimilar warinefi, as far as the authority of our 
•* opinion can extend, we muft counfel all Societies aflbciated on 
^ fimilar principles, for the accompliftiment of the fame objeit, 
« topreferve; accufed as they are, in common with ourfelves, of 
** meditating one objeft and holding forth another, of feducingdie 
•* people by a meafure fo fpccious and falutary as Parliamentary 
^ Reform, into other meafures of defperate tendency and unde- 
" finable extent, we can only advife them to follow our example 
** in honeftly, and folemnly declaring that " they make the pre- 
•* fervation of the Conftitution, on its true principles, the foun- 
** dation of all their proceedings" and- the meafure of all their 
^ Reforms. — Language thus explicit will efFe<ftually combat 
** mifreprefentations to which, perhaps, ardent indifcretion may 
*' have fometimes furniflied pretexts. An early declaration of 
" thefe opinions, which vve fincerely believe you to entertain, will 
" conciliate many to the caufe of a Reform who are now held in 
" honcft neutrality by their fears. The friends of order, after 
** fuch a declaration, juftified by confiftent condud, will be no 
** longer driven to feek refuge from anarchy in the bofbni 

of 
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*• of corruption. The intcrefted fupporters rf the prefcnt abu(e$ 
** will thus be difarmed, for it is only by confounding reform wiA 
** commotion, and corruption with the Britifh conftitution/that 
** diey are enabled to prolong and to defend their ufurpations. 
** All our language, as you will perceive from the proceedings 
** which we tranfmit to you, has been cautious, becaufe all our 
•* views are moderate ; — we are perfuaded that you have a fimilar 
^ moderation of views, and we earneftly esdiort yoa to a iimilar 
^ c^tiort in language. 

** It is only, indeed, with Societies, who exprefs tfie 6me 
^ moderation of principles, and adopt the fame warinefs of 
•* language, that this Society can entertain any correfpondence, 
" or promife any co-operation; we have publicly difclaimed what 
•* we condemn, as well as avowed our real objed, and on an 
•* occafion unfought for by us. In conformity with this principle 
^ we have been compelled to decline all intercourfe with die So- 
^ ciety for Conftitutional Information in London; for though 
** we never wi(h to attack, nor pretend to di£faite, we are 
** certainly entitled to decline all intercourfe with men wfaofo 
^ views and principles appear to v» irrecondleable with 
** ours. 

« On the particular meafure which you faggeft for coDefting 
** the opinion of the people on the AibjeA of Reform, we do not 
** feel ourfelves yet prepared to decide ; in a more advanced ftage 
« of the bufindfs it may become very fit matter for delibera- 
^ tion. 

« Permit us. Sir, to conclude with congratulating you, and 
" congratulating our country, on the admirable principles which 
« your letter contains, and on the intrepid moderation which it 
« entities us to expeft from you : you will deprive our enemies 
^ of every pretext for counterfeiting alarms whidi they do not 
^ feel, and of every opportunity to defeat our meafures by ca- 
^ lumntating our intentions. 

** (In nan»e, and by order of die Committee,) 

(Signed) ** C. GREY, Chairman." 

« To Samuel AJhton^ Efq\ Secretary tp the Society f$r Conjlttutional 

^ Information^ in Sbeffielii* 

idr. 
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Mr. Erfkine. Have you any letter received from the Hesfi 
iordflure Society ? 

ig. Is that the letter ? {Jhewing it to tbt wimefs) 
A. This is the letter, dated Odober ift, 1792. 
J^ Was it read to die Society? 
A. It was. 

Mr. Erjkine. The derk will now.read this letter. 
Mr^ Attorney General. We have not named that Society. 
Mr* Erjkine. I do not give up my right to read it.--*I wiB 
grgue it by and by. 

Mr. Daniel Stuarty 
Crofs-cxamined by Mr. Attorney QeneraL 

^ The letter that has laft been read you iay you took to Mr« 
Mr. Grey to be iigned I 

A. Yes. 

J^ It wsi8figoed? 

A. Yes. 

^ Did you fend the letter by the poft, or deliver it yourfelf ti 
Mr. Afliton? 

A. I fent it by the poft to Sheffield. 

^. Did you know Mr, Ail)ton ? 

A. Not perfonally then; 

^ Do you know what Mr. Afliton is ? 

A. Yes ; a currier, or tanner, I believe. 

^. What was he at that time ? 

A. I fuppofein the iame bufinefs, I have no doubt he was; . 

^. I fee you direft to Samuel Afliton, Efq. ? 

A. Yes. 

J^ That I fuppofe was a thought of your own ? 

J. It was not. 

^ By whofe dire6lion did you direft it to Samuel Afliton, Efq. ? 

A. By the direction of the Committee. 

^. Did any of them know Mr. Afliton's fituation in life? 

A. I believe none of them knew Mr. Afliton at that time. 

^. You told us the other day, when you were here, that you 

did 
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tf d not know ihat Mr. Hardy had been an aflbciated Memb^ o| 
the Conftitutional Society i 

jf. I did not. 

J^. You fee your lettor is of die 24th of May ? 

jf. Yes. 

^ Do you know, that the (ante Mr. Aihton, upon the l6th 
. of the iame month, wrote to the Conftitutional Society, in Lon« 
don, a letter, which I hold now in my hand, ftating, that he 
had received your moderate letter, the letter of die Friends <£ 
ihc People ; and ftating, to that Society, that, as your princi« 
pies were not accordii^ to the rights of man, the Sheffield So. 
ciety would have nothing to do with you, except fo far as Ac 
Conftitutional Society would afterwards permit i 

A I never heard of fuch a letter before. 

j^ Have you had any communication widi Mr. Afhton iince f 

A About a twelvemonth ago Mr. Aihton was in town, and' 
called upon me. 

i^ A ihort time previous to this, I think about the 27di of 
March, your Society, the Friends of die People, had exprefleA. 
ti^ir reafons for having nothing to do with the Conftitutional 
Society ; and had ftated to them, that they would have no more 
oorrefpondence with them f 

A I think that was about die begixming of May. 

^. It was before this letter of your's to Sheffield I 

A It was. 

^ Did you know, diat twelve members of diat very Shef- 
field Society, to which you were writing, had been aflbdaled 
-with the Conftitutional Society, vrinote correQiondence you bad 
before rejected ? 

^. I am not fure ; I had read it in die newipapers ; but I 
cannot fay certainly whether I knew it or not. ^ 

^ Do you mean to &y, that, at the time you permitted 
Ats letter to go from the Friends of die People, to Sheffield, that 
you knew that that Sheffield Society had twelve members aflb^ 
etated with tfaat-Conftitutional Society, with whom your So* 
ciety had refufed to corrcfpond ? , . . 

if At 
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*; J^ At Ate ti^ie of lending that anfwer> lioiML think of aa/ 
liich thing. 

^ I do not mean to infinuate that you did, for I do not belkve 
Aat you did-^-'^hen, jrou did not know tb^t b£k i 

A. No ; but, I believe, I heard of it afterwards* 

Stx You ohferved my leiu^ncd friend tt^ to ydu a great mapy 
very refpedable names \ how many of thofe gentlQiiieti have 
quitted your Society ? 

A. I fuppofe about a dos&en. 

Mr. Erjkine. And you can tell how many have been added to it ? 
. Mr. AH9rney GeneraL Your Society received this letter of tbe 
I4di, from Shei&eid> as a proof of their moderation ? 

A. Yes. 

J^ And you treated it £), of courfe> and knew nothing of the 
Ittler diat, on' the 26ch of May, they wrote to die Conftitu* 
tbnal Society, fuch as I have been ftating to you I 

A. No J I did not. 

^ You were going to ftate, that finne gentlemen bad ieft 
your Society about this time ? 

A* Yes ; there were. 

^. Do you recoliecS): the names of them ? 

A. Five gentlemen left the Society at once | their letter it 
printed in thofe proceedings; Mr. Baker, Lord John Ruffel, 
Mr. Courtenay, Mr. Dudley North, and Mr. Curwen, 

^. Have you had the curiofity to read over the names of ^k 
4£fpedable gendemen^ whofe names are printed in this lift i 

A Certainly. 

^. Can you inform me how many of thofe gendemen were^ 
and continue to be members of that Conftitutiohal Society, all 
correfpondence with which you had rejetSted ? 

A. I can only know from hearfay. 

Mr. Erjkine. You will ftate the names. 

A, I believe Mr. Goring is, but he has withdrawn from th^ 
Friends of the People. 

^. Dr. Tow^s is a member of the Friends of die Peopk^ 
and the Conftitutional Society i 

^ Ydb 
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^ Y^ ■ 

j^. Major Cartwright ? ... 

A Yes. 

^ Mr. Batley? 

J. I do not know that Mr. Bsulef^ ienior# 

* ^ Air. Xbompfoa? . 

. ^ Yes. ':..... ..-.-.... : 

J^. Mr. Walker? 

>/. Yes. 
. ^ Mr. Starpe ? 

A I do not know that Mr. Shaqte Is a member of the Con* 
ftitutional Society. 

Mr.ErJkine. You wUl tell us, Mr. Attorney General, 
which you know to be members .of the Conftitutional Society, 
it will iave the time of the Court i I know the b£t myTelf^ that 

• ^ley do contiime t6 h^ members. 

Mr. Attorney GimraL Wfaeo did Mr. Wharton become ^^ 
KMSoiber oC )jour,5Qciety:? . . 

A. I believe, before I had any thing to do with it. . . -» 
r .«^ I preCume you always enquired who die. peribns :W!ere 
diat you addreffed your letters to^ before you wrote any tiling t^ 
them? . . 

A. Yes. 

^ Is Lord baer a member of your Sodstjri 
. A. Yesj he is. 

. <^. I underAqodyoulo^t^hswaiaiLimCw^ 
yf die 24th of May) from Sheffield? 

A. Yes J there wias. 
, j^ Was that from the.&me Mr. Aihtoai 
♦' .A Yes. . 

^ In as moderate terms as the letter you had anfwered7 

A. Yes i approving entirely of that anfwer which has been 
read. 

» J^. Do you remember whedier that letter^ in thofe moderate 
forms, was da$ed before or after ihe a6th of M^y ? 

A. It muft have been dated after, becauib die anfwer was oft 
^.244ji of May) .and tbisisthe isplyto diat anfwer. 

^1% 
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i^. Itmi^thave been written by the return of thepbftl 
JL That would not do. 

Mr. Daniel Stuart^ 
Re-examined by Mt. Erjkine* 

^ The reply to yotir anfwer, was in die fiune niodeiati 
tBermSy which muft have been later than the 26tb ? 

J. Yes. 

j^ You were aiked) by the Attorney General^ whetiier Lerd 
Selkirk's eldeft fon. Lord Daer, was and is a member of die 
Society of die Friends of die Peopk? 

jt. He certainly is. 

^ Did not every body know that Lord Daer had been ia 
dieBritifh Convendon, at Edinburgh? 

^. Yes. 

^ Every gendeman in the Society of the Friends of dit 
f cople) knew diat Lord Daer was a Delegate there f 

A. Yes; I believe they all knew; it ¥ras In the public 
fapers. 

- ^ Does he remain ftill a member of die Friends of dM 
People? 

A. He does. 

^ Was diere any modon made to expel him) or quefiion his 
condu£l pn that account ? 

A. None at all. 
:; Mr. Attomty^GeneraL Did your Society know what YaH been 
die proceedings of the Britifh Convendon; I do not (peak d 
the Scotch Convention, but the Bridlh Convention ? 

A. They knew from die public papers, I believe ; nodiing further. 

J^ I obferve you fay> the anfwer muft be dated later than the 
26di? 

^ Yes. 

^ Why? 
. A.jlt is a reply to an anfwer figned by Mr. Grey ; the letter 
was dated the 24th of May; it will take two days to go to 
Sheffield, and two days to bring up a reply. 

j^ If your letter went from London on the 24th> and wa 

anfwered 
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anfwered by Ae return of poft, Ae date of the anfwer muft be 
the 26th ? 

Mr. Erjkine. Did you ever know -a- tittah' change from a coa* 
ftitutional man, to a republican, in one poft ? 

Mr. Attorney General Did you ever khow a min who was 
ftoth a republican and a conftitutiond man, in one poft I 

*Lord Chief Juftice Eyre. The obfervatii6ns upon this tranfac* 
tion are in a much larger and higher fcale than this. 

William Dew/nap^ (fwom) 
Examined by Mr* ]ErJkine. 

^ What is your trade ? 

A. A razor maker, at SheiEeld. 

J^. How long was pu a member of the Society ? 

jt* Nearly fix>m firft forming of the Society to the laft; 

^ Did you attend regularly, in general ? 

A I did. 

^ What was your obje£b in becoming £rft, and afterwards 
continuing to be a member of that Society? 

y/. The objedl diat I had in view, j^ras a reformation, in A9 
Commons HxHife of Parliament. 

- ^ By what means kid you feek to obtain that reform, by die 
i^oeiations diat were taking place at that time i 

A. By pe^tioning the Houfe of Parliament. 

^. ¥^y did you expeft that petitioning, by having ailbciations, 
and delegations from tbofe aflbciation^, would be more fuccefsful 
than the ordinary way pf petitioning .^ 

A. We adopted the plan of the Duke of Ridunond \ diat 
was the idea that I formed of the bufmefs. 

^ From what you heard pafs, and from the general proceedings 
(of the Society, had -you any reafon to believe, or have you now, 
while I am examining you, any reafon to believe that the objed 
of the Society, in general, was different from your own ? 

A. I have not; from the knowledge I have of the Society, I 
believe tiiaMhey h^ only one end in view. 
' "^ Wfaidi -WAS ^ 'fame end yqu had? 
^ .Vol. Ill, D d .' A. Yes. 
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:>« Yes. 

j^ You recoiled no doubt) the obligation under whidi yoa 
ipeak — tfaatyouarefworntofpeak tfaetrudif 

A. Yes. 

4^. Then recoIk£Ung die (an^on and (blemnity under which 
you fpeaki do you declare it folemnly to be your belief noW) that 
that was the. general obje£l of your Society ? 

A. Yes. . 

^. If you had had any reafon to believe diat they intended to 
fubvert the government— for as to touching the life of the King 
it is indecent to ftate it — if you had any reafon to believe that 
they had had the l6aft idea to fubvert the King's authority, would 
you have belonged to the Society ? 

A. No, 

J^. If, having beloriged to it, you had afterwards difcovered 
that that was the obje£i; of the Sodety, would jrou have oxiti* 
nued in it ? 

A. No; I fliould have immediately withdrawn from it. 

^. If you had difcovered — ^I sttn not tsdking rf your own in- 
ternal ideas, which indeed you have already communicated to us— 
but if you had difcovered, from the condud: of the Society, not 
what any one intemperate man might fay or do, but if you had 
difcovered, from the general conduct of that Society, that its in- 
tention was mifchievous, and that it meant to accompliih its 
purpofes by force, would you have continued in it ? 

-//. No ; I would immediately have withdrawn as foon as I 
had formed an idea that they were meaning to obtain it by force. 

^ Were you a member of the Society when it fent a Dele- 
gate to the Convention in Scotland ? 

A. Yes. 

^ What did you underftand your Delegate was to do, re- 
prefenting your Society in the Convention in Scotland j I mean 
what you underftood, from what was iaid in you Society at d)e 
time ? 

A. That they were to affociate together, in order to inform 
the minds of the people, and to draw up fuch papers, to be pre- 
fented to Government, as they thought would be moft conducive 

to 
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to bringing about a refoimation in t^e Commons J^oule of Par>^ 
liament. 

^. When this Mr. Campbell Brown Was fent to Edinburgh, 
was he authorifed to proceed in any way, towards any obje£i, 
but die (ame conftituticMial obje£ts which the Society itfel£ had 
in view? 

A No ; he had no other authority, but a^ing upon the &m6 
principle that the Society had always done* 

^. Do you remember at what time there was any alarm 
fpread in your Society upon the fubje£l ? . 
' A. I recoiled, but I cannot juftly mention when« 

1^. Do you remember a hand-bill \ 

A, I have no knowledge of the hand-bill. 

^. Do you remember any infults being offered to the So- 
ciety, or to any of its members ? 

A* I have feen people repeatedly afTembled together, and have 
heard them fpeak repeatedly of aflaulting the Society j and, from 
inflammatory letters that were published in the Sheffield paper^ 
by one George RufTell) it very much alarmed the people of the 
Society at Sheffield. 

j^. Upon that occafion did you hear any thing (aid about the 
Society having any pikes, or any thing for its defence ? 

A. No ; I am almoft a ftranger to the pike buiinefi; Iluve 
heard it mentioned, but know little of it. 

^. If the defign of the Society had been, In general, to pro-i 
vide arms to carry on its obje^ls, muft you not have heard of it f 

A. Certainly. 

^. Was you ever in die Committee? 

A. Yes. 

^ Was it ever propofed by die Committee to die Society, or 
from the Society to dje Committee, or ever mentioned in the 
Society, that you. were to have arms for your defence, againft the 
Government, or for an attack upon it ? 

A. No ; it is a queftion diat viras never agitated m die Com* 
mittee, nor in the Society. 

^ Then, until thefe people were taken up, and dli$ unfortu* 
wtt bu(inefs, which detains us here^ originated—-! alk you as an 

Dd 2 honeft 
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Ti6neft n&hf WhcAdr ^u ever heard of fecli thing m 
your life, as arming, either to refift Government, or to at- 

'^ jt. No; t never heard of it, either before. Or fince. 

J$. liad you any views, in the bbjeft of your aflbciadon, 
which extended beyond the Commons Houfe of Parliament ? 

Jf. No, we had not^ I had ndt for my owA part, and I rea- 
fonabfy hope that theSociet^hid not. 

^. Is that reafoniable hope founded upon what you obferved 
of their proceedings ? 

jf. Yes ; t never few any thnig to the contrary. 

^ You fay the Duke of Richmond's plim wa^ 'flie objefi ? 

A The Qnlyobjea that I had in view, and the only objeS I 
ever underftood that the Society ^t la3rge had m view. 

.^ Was the object which the Society at large had in view, 
^the.Duke of Richmond's plan, ftated from time to time in die 



^ . jf; Ves, frequently ftated, and a number of Ac Duke of 
Ttocbmond*s letter fo Colonel Sharman Wferfc publifhed by the 
Society, 

^ The Sotiety, in order to fliew that that was their objed, 
publiflied that letter to Colonel Sharman? What was the reafon 
of your Society for circulating this letter ? 

jf. It was for the Tole purpofe of informir^g the Society at 
large ofthe principles upon which they intended to go. 

^ TFrom every thing then that you know of the Society, of 
your own knowledge, from your regular attendance upon it^ did 
they appear to you to adhere to that objedl ? 

A Yes; ftriaiy. 

William Diwfnap^ 
Croft-examined by Mr. Law. 

^ You have feid that it was your objeft to obtain a Reform 
by petitioning Parliament, was it your objciSk all along to obtain 
ji Reform-by petitioning Parliament I 
, A It was. 



^ Have yw continued a member 9f ^« §^14^ ^^ tq^e 
prefent time? 

J. Yes, from between two and diFW year« agOi 4qWP to'tbe 
prefent period. 

^. Whs you ^% Ihe qwetix^ at tho Caftle Efjjl in Aprtf UJkt 

A, I was. , 

J^. Wa^notiJiepurpQfe^pftitioiaiigtteP^iii?^^ 
negatived at that me^ng ? . .. ? . ^ 

^. It was, 

^ Dq not yoM know A^t by c^nlrivaneej tli^t pr^^ttiw IM* 
brought lorw^d for the purpc^e t)f faceiying i ftegptftye ? 

A' I was not nmcb acquaint^ with th^ n^ith^r wfi^ t lA ii 
fituation to hear what pafied at the Caftle Hill, thef^ W^ li^ 
large a cpnowrfe of people th^t I ^^14 mt g^tnq^ir to: Ihe 
place. 

J^. You heard the queftion put? 

A. No, I caniiot fay th^t J did h^^ it put } I Ws^ 9C & gl^at 
diftance, and there was a large coi)(^ourfQ of peo^, 

J^. Did you read the proceedingP f^fterwftfds in Gale's Jap©: ? 

^. Yes— I might fee it, but I fecQllccft very Uttl^ §f it. 

^. Whatever queftion was then put, was it negativi^ fV 
carried in the affirmative ? 

A, 1 believe it was negatived. 

^ Were there any voices that you heard in the affijriaftiViK ? 

A, I do not know that there was. 

^. Did you know the queftion that was about to be pyt? 

A. No— I did not 

^ Knowing that that queftion had been negatived, aiid fJiafi 
it had been your objeA to obtain % refi»rm througJithe inedium of 
Parliament, did you afterwards withdraw yourfelf from a $9^1^ 
which had difavowed that objeft ? 

A^ No, I did not-— I remained. 

^. Do yoH know of ^ fmgle member having a^rw^xfK iH 
^fin^qilftno^ of tha( vot^ whicb yen 6id y^u ffsa^ 'm Q'^% p^ 
per, withdrawn himftlf from that Se^iiety ? 

A^ No, 1 don0t-^I ^ mxr^colka 9 ^\s^ ift&vjdi^ 

Dd3 ^. D* 
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i^ Do you know whether die proceedings of die Bridfh Gjb- 
vention were not approved by your Society ? 

^•^ That is a matter that I am a ftranger to, whether diey ap- 
' proved or diiapproved, 

J^. Waft hot dicre a vote of approbation in your Society of Ac 
proceedings of that Convention ? 

; '^* I have feme recolle^bn of it, but I was not there prefenti . 
sieidier can I give any diftinA account of diat. 

J^. Did you, before die meeting, know either from Broom- 
bead or Carnage, or any body elfe, that die queftion for anodier 
application to Parliament^ which was put on the Caftle HiO 
in April, 1794, was meant to be put for the purpofe of being 
negatived? 

• !i/.'N6; I did not, and I have had correfpoodence widi 
Broomhead thefe fifteen years $ I have lived within a hundred 
yards of him for twelye or fourteen years. 

^ Then do you believe, or not, that it was or not put for 
die purpofe of being negatived ? 

u/t It is that of which I cannot fpeak. 

^ Do you know who is the Author of the paper called the 
Patriot? 

A I do not* 

^ Do you know one Brown ? 

A Yes. 

j^. Your Delegate to the Convention i 

A. I do. 

j^. Do you know whedier he was the author ? 

A. I do not. 

^. Have you ever converted with Brown about diat pub- 
lication ? 

A. No, 

^. After you had read in Gale-s paper, diat fuch a queftion 
had been put and negatived, did it ftill continue to be your 
opinion, that it was the objeft of die Society ftill to endeavour 
to obtain a reform by petitioning Parliament ? 

A. It was iaid they intended to petition his Majefty. 

^ Was 
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^ Wasdiatquieftionput? . ^ 

A. I never heard it put. 

J^ Did you ever know any petition to his Majefty prqpaiedf 

A. No— -I was ignorant of diat. 

Mr. Erjkine. A petition to Parliament was negatived, and 
one drawn up immediatdy to die Kjng;<— it has been read in 
the caufe. 

Mr, Law. But, however, after the petitioning Parliament was 
diftindiy negatived, no one of you wididrew ? 

./.No. 

^. You faid you heard nothing of arming— do you kaow 
Yorke? 

A* I have feen him. 

^. Do you know Davifon ? 

^. Na 

^ Did you ever hear of fuch a thing as a pike being pre^ 
pared, or ordered, under the diredion of Yorke I 

A. The firft I heard of it was diat Mr. Davifon had Wrote a 
letter to Thomas Hardy in London. 

^ When did you hear of diat? 

A. After Thomas Hardy was taken up $ I did not know anj 
thing of it before. 

^. Have you never heard a propofition for defending yourlelves 
againft what you call die Oppofition Par^ ? 

A. Yes ; I do remember that, 

J^. When was tfaatf 

A. llie dme I cannot juftly recoiled, but Inever heard it iji 
the Society. 

J^ Pid you ever hear of any propofidon to apply to die Ma-» 
giftrates or Government for your defence^ in cafe any of yoii 
were attacked and illegally difperfed; do you recoil^ any pro« 
poiidon of diat kind ? 

A. I do not 

William Dewfnap^ 
Re«examined by Mr^ Mrjkine. 

^ If Ag:^ M b^^any F<9<^^^% <nvch more if diere had 

P d4 beea 
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been any perfon for aiming for facli. purpofiss, mull you Dot 
have heard it ? 

jI Yes; and had ^e idea of arming beenh general^ tfattre un- 
doubtedly woulJ have been large numbers of diofe pikes manu- 
iijiftured in Sheffield. 

^ At the time that. this petition to Parliament was negatived, 
the Delegates had not been fent to Scotland ? 

^. No, 

^ Was the petition that was negatived, a4>etition from the 
people of Sheffield, or a petition from the Delegates ? I 

jI. a petition from. the people of Sheffield. 

^ But was it ever voted that the Delegates, after Acjf 
had aiTembled together to confider the beft vAeams 6f attaining it, 
was it ever voted that they fhould not petition i 

A. No — ^I do not know that the queftion ever was mov^d. 

Mr. Erfkine-. Undoubtedly they did think that a petition fixnn 
the people at Sheffield, at the Caftle Hill, would have no pdffibk 
effect upon the Houfe of Commons, becaufe the petitions had none 
before; but they expe(9ed that when the Societies in different parts 
of England had fent Delegates^ that if thofe Delegates, as repre- 
fcntatives of large bodies of people, had petitioned Parliament, that 
it might have its efFeft. 

Mr. Law. Look at that ktter* and fay whether that is Aft* 
ton's hand-writing j are you acquainted with his hand- writing? 

A Not very well. 

^ How many hundred times have you feen him write j tave | 
pot you feen him write very frequently ? 

J. No ; not fix times in my life. 

^ Do you believe that to be his hand-writing,? 
. Ji Indeed I cannot lay. 

^ You muft have a belief one way or other— do you believe 
that to be his hand-writing or not ? 

A. I cannot fay I believe that it is, or that it is not 

^ Can you form any judgment upon it ? 

A. I cannot. 

J^. Do you know whei'e AfliWn is it prefehf ? 

A Hfcisfewewhereittthfecowilryj Ido-notknow\/*ere* 

^ Where 
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. <i^« Where WHS lid when yod heard of him hft? 
. ^ In London* . 

. MruBffiine. We wiU teU y^ where he b ; he tives in 
6ami I underftand he is going to eftaUiih % h&orj^ 

£dward Smithy (fworn) . . '. 

Examined by Mr. Erjkint^ 
^ Where do you live ? <• 

A. In Sheffield. 
J^. What is your trade? 
-//• A cutler, 
^ Was you a member of this Sotietjr ? 

^ How long were you a member of it ? . •■ 

J. Ever fince 1791. 

J^. Was you a member of it up to die tinle when diis bufi^eft 
happened, thefe people were taken up I 
, j£ Yes. 

i^ What was your objed for being a member of it? 

jI. To obtain a Parliamentary Reform. 

^ What did you mean by a Parliamentary Reibrm ? 

J. Upon the fame plan as the Duke of Ridunond a&d Mr* 
Pitt 

.^. Hadyouanyof the Duke of Ridunond's letters to Colonel 
Sharman f . 

J. Yes ; we had* 

^. Is that one of them ? (Jbewing a frinied painpbkt t9 tk€ 
%vitnefs.) 

A. Yea ; I believe it is. 

^. I fuppofe this was read in the Society frequently? 

w£ It livas at timcsi. ~ 

^. Do you remeikdier this pailage''^^^ Anodier fiibjeft of wp4 
^ prehenfion is, that the principle of allowing .;to every man an 
^ equal right t6 vote^ tends to equality in other ndjpeSa, and to 
** level property. To me it feems to have a dired contrary 
^ tendency. The equal rights of daeH to fixurity from op- 
^ Itfeffiofl, aadtotbedi^ayinsatscf life 9iii libcrty> ftrikesmt 

« as 
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« as perfedly compatible wjdi their unequal (hares of induftfy, 
^ labour, and genius, which are the origin of inequality of ibr- 
tt tunes. The equality and inequality of men, are both founded 
^ in nature, and whilft we do not confound the two, and only 
<< fupport her eftabliihments, we cannot err." Now when ym 
talked of the Rights of Man in your Society, I cannot a/k. 
what odier people underftood, but what did you underftand by 
it yourfelf ? 

j/» Equal Reprefentation in Parliament 

J^. Did you mean any thing connefted with France ? 

-A No. 

Mr* jfttorney GemraL What did he mean ? 

Mr. Erjkine. Or did you mean ythax you faid now, equal 
Reprefentation in Parliament ? 

J. Yes. 

J^ In what branch of Pariiai|ient ? 

J. The Houfe of CommonSr 

^ If you had obferved, from attending upon the Society, 
titaX other people's obje& were different from thofe you have ex- 
preiled to be your own,- would you have continued in it ? 

jt. Not a day. 

^.. And though yeu had clearly not difcovered it, if you had 
only reafon to believe, or fufpeft it ? 

A. I never heard any thing in the Society, as a body, like it. 

^. Did you ever hear any thing in the Society that led you to 
believe that they wifhed to attack ^e King's title, or attack die 
prerogative of the Crown ? 

A. Not in the leaft ; much the other way, 

^. Did you ever hear, in the Society, any refolution concern- 
ing the Houfe of Lor^ ? 

J. Never — ^not to touch the dignity of the Houfe of Lords j 
the plan we went upon was die &me as in 1688. 

J^. What do you mean of 1688 i 

J. The glorious advantages that we obtained by the Revolu- 
ti<Hi of 1688. 

^. You lay you looked up to the Duke of Richmond's plan j 
) aik, upon your oath^ whe&er you had any reafim to believe 

tha» 
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tiiat this plan of the Duke of Richmond's or any other phn, ^ 
to be endeavoured to be accomplifhed by force i 

A. Never; not by us asabody. " 

^. Did you ever hear in the Society, in die courfe of your 
being there, any determination of carrying this by force of aniis» 
liot merely by your Society, in a body, but your Society and 
others joining ? 

A. Never. 

^. When was it that you heard of anrnng in Sheffidd; if yoa 
ever did hear of arming ? 

A. Never till there were papers flung about in die ftreets, and 
likewife advertifements in the Courant, at Sheffield. 

J^ What effect had thefe papers, thrown about in die ftreeC% 
and the advertifements in the Courant ? 

A, It was calling forth the people of Sheffield to ftand fordi, and 
deftroy all the people of a different perfuafion from tfaemfdveSi 
and it was iigned G. Ruilell, a Qergyman. 

j^. Did diat letter, and things of a fimilar fbf^ produce anj 
darm in the minds of die Society ? 

A. In fome it did ; and I can relate anther circumftancr :-^ 
frequently when there was any kind of rqdcing in Sheffidd, it 
good news from the Continent, it was the practice of friiat we 
caH die oppofite party, to come and fire piftob eyen into the mil*" 
dows of the Democrats, as they called us ; dity oren fired into 
my chamber window when I was in bed. 

j^. When this good news from the Continent came, had yen 
(aid any thing in die Society calculated to damp the joy which 
ihouldefFufe? 

A Not ^t alt 

^ Had your Society afl^bled to dift^rb dscm in any dung 
^y fhpuld fay or do about a victory ? 

A Not at all^ 

^. Had you given ^y offence of any kin^ to diei»» t6 your 
knowledge ? 

A. No^ I had not beeir^om my work* 

^ Notwithftanding tfaat^ did your Society ever regulad/arm 
ffacin^ei? 

ilNevcr 
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'. JL Never. 

^* Was there any proportion ever, that they Ihould have 
armed themfelves to have refifted the Magiftrates ? 

A^ No; if it ba^ been determined to refift, Sheffield, in one 
day, could have fxirnifhed ten thouiand pikes, if it had been 
determined, but it never was a matter of determination or con- 
fideration of the Society. 

^ Whether you had then reafon, or have now to believe 
^at dieie was any determination in the Society to purfue fuch 
means ? 

A' All by peace and good order, according to the law of the 
la|id; that was> alwajrs beld forth at all the meetings that ever I 
attended. 

j^. You lay they ufed to call you a Democrat I 

J. Yes. 

J^. As a peribn that did not love the King ? 

A. I don't know what they might think* 

^ You caiv tell how yqy felt it in your own mind ? 

A* I underftood by the word Democrat that I wanted a more 
tqual Reprefentation in the Houfe of Commons, but never by 
any vidence. 

J^. Had you ever any wifh in your own mind, or was it your 
objeA in becoming a member of that Society, to touch or aifeft 
your Sovereign in that refped ? 

A. Never. 

^ So help you God, is that fo? 

A* It iSf 

Edward Sfnithj 
Crofs-examined by Mr. Garrow. 

^ I fliall not trouble yoii with the queftions the Gentleman 
has repeated feveral times, whether you are a traitor, and ought 
to be hanged j I fliall not afk you whether you have been guilty 
6f High Treafon, or not, Thefe papers that were thrown about 
the ftreets at Sheffield, alarmed, very confiderably, you, who were 
c;alled Democrats ? 
^ A Ye^/ 
. . .?: And 
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• J^. And iTiadelty as you thought, neceflaiy, -diat you ilieuld 
procure Arms for your own defence I - 

A. Yes." 

J^. To what extent now did this dreadful alarm, which made fe 
tjeceflary to procure arms in 5rour own defence go ; howinaiqr 
people did arm themfelves in confequence dt thefe dreadfid^anns? 

A. That I cannot tell ; it was never a malter of the Sodety, 
and therefore it is impoffible to fay thit. ' 

^. Yowhaveljeen afked a good deal about your idwn, jOqh* 
duft, no doubt you procured a mufket and bayonet f 

A. No ; I never had one in my life, nor -dagger, - nor «iy 
tiring of the fort. 

* ^. Nor pike? 
^. No. 

^ Upon your oath, you had neither a mufket nor a pike-? 

^. No. ' 

^ Notwithflanding all this dread and excitation in -die ftreetSp 

you ft ill continued to keep yourfelf unarmed? 

A» I kept myfelf as much as pofliWe in my own houfe. 

^ Which of the magiftrates was it you applied -to, fer you 

forgot to mention his naihe, to prevent thde deiperate peoffe 

from deftroying you all ? 

A. We applied to no magiftrate. 

^. I beg pardon, I made a miftake, it was the Secretary 4if 

State you applied to? 

A. No ; as a Society we never applied. 

^. I diought we did not underftand one an ot h er ; wUdi 

:bf the Magiftrates was it that, as an individual, ydu-spplied to? 
A, None. 

^. You applied to the Secretary of State ^eiteps ? ' ' 
^. Na -^ ^ 'J- 

^ Did any body apply ? '"^ ■'*■; '7'" ^' 

A No. '■■ < •- 

J^. Did you not communicate thefe alarming thresfts td'-ai^ 

body? ' ■ ' ''- '»* 

A. They were daily in the papers. v «'': nj 

J^ You made no application to. any body ? - -^ - 
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^. In die paper— in the regifter it was put, thit we adri'ed 
people to arm to aiBft the Magiftrates. 

^ You are an accurate man > I fee you take the Duke of 
Richmond's and Mr. Pin's plan, and all thefe things, moft per- 
fcOly I there were papers thrown about the ftreets, deftring the 
oppofite party, oppofite to the Democrats^ to deftroy all peopk 
of a different perfuafion ? 

y/. Yes ; it was in the Courant. 
. ^ That was die fiune paper that deflred people to arm agaiult 
foreign invafion and domeftic enemies i 

j/« I do not know what that was. 

^ Did you ever fee any paper diftributed in Sheffield by the 
oppofite party, except that paper that I defcribe, as an invitatioa 
to arm againft domeftic enemies and foreign invafion i 

A. It was that I named in the Courant. 

^ Upon which your Society immediately adopted their words, 
• and advifed the Democrats to arm, for the protection of property? 

Mr, Erjkine. Is that a proper queftion ? 

Lord Chief Jujiice Eyre. It is no queftion 5 It is an aflfertion. 

Mr* Garroiu* Did not your Society adopt the very words of 
-it, as an invitation for the people to arm, for the prote6iion of 
property ? 

-//. As far as they advifed people to arm, it was according to 
ifae rules of the Conftitution. 

^ Did they not adopt the very language of that paper, which 
you ftated to be an excitement ? 

Am Words fimilar to it j we had fome apprehenfions from it. 

J^ And did you not, in confequence of that apprehenfion, 
adopt the very words ? 

A. Similar ones to \U 

J^ TTic Duke of Richmond*s plan, and Mr. Pitt's, were the 
tilings you adopted ? 

A. Yes. 

^ Have the goodnefs to inform a very ignorant man about all 
Aefc things, which I profefs myfelf to be ; what was this plan of 
Ac Duke of Richmond's an<d Mr. Pitt's ? 

A* I underftood equal Repreftntation in Parliamqnt, and that 
. . 2 without 
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i¥i6out it the people Would not, as I underftood 'die matier, . Have 
their rights. 

^ What did you take Mr. Pitt's plan for a niore equal 
Reprefentation to be ? 

^. For every man to have his voice. 
, ^ That you took to be Mr. Pitt's plan ? 

A Yes. 

^ So much for the accuracy of your, information. That.gen- 
tleman read to you fomething about rights of man from the Duke 
of Richmond's plan ; thofe were the only doctrines, of the rights 
of man, that ever you troubled yourfelves with at Sheffield, were 
jthey ; the Duke has introduced an expreffion about the rights of 
' man ; did you read any other publications about the rights of man» 
at Sheffield? 

//• Sometimes. 

^ You was a cutler ? 

^. Yes, 

^ Then of courfe, pu had a cheap copy of Tom Paine*s 
Rights of Man, had not you ? 

jf» I have read Paine. 

^ That is not an anfwer ; you know every cutler in Sheffidi 
bad one ; you had a cheap copy, had you ? 

jf. 1 have feen one of the others. 

^ I dare fay you have feen the beft edition ; . have you one of 
die cheap copies ? 

jf. I have feen both. 

^. I am forry to be fo troublefome, but I muft have an 
anfwer. 

A I appeal to the Court, whether I am to anfwer that 

^ I do not afk you whedier you read it to any faiiQiaii 
creature but yourfelf ; do you happen to have one I 

A» Yes ; I have read one. 

^. A cheap copy ; was it made a prefent of to yDU> or boiT 
did you get it ? 

A. I obtained it by a fubfcription. 

^ A fubfcription of the Society ? 

^ No; my owiH and a few friends. . - 

f ^ I* ^. Upoo 
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. Jf.. Upon your oath, to die amount dfhcfw many thoufiuid of 

your townfinen were there, that had this cheap edition of thi 
Sij^tsofMan? 

jf. I cannot tell that. 

j^ Do you not believe that of the cuders alone, in the town 
of Sheffield, who had the cheap edition of the Rights of Alan, 
there were many thou(and i 

^. Hiere wiere many. 

i^ I take fx granted, that you having read ^lat book, confi- 
dtced it very ftmdh as a fenfible, well-written book i 

A. -Yes ; I thought well of it. 

^ Was you*, or not, one of thofe who attended 2sA p^ed 
#di(duJtton8, very properly approving of tha( book ? 

Jl. Sometimes I was there, fometimcs not. 

^ You mean, at the Society, where it was read for infor- 
mation and inftru£tion ? 

A. It feldom, or never, was read publickly at the Society ; I 
do not know that ^eyer it was i:ead in the Society. 

^ Was it in the Divifion Meeting ? 

A. It was, when we met privately at our own iioufes ; a few 
friends. 

J^ When a few friends met for conftitutional infoniiation, you 
then read that book ? 
.- A. Anything. 

J^ There were other cheap books furnilhed by the lame fubi^ 
fcrjption, were there not ? 

A. Not many ; there were a few. 

^ Could you help us to the titles of any of them ? 

^. No. 
: ~j^ Qo'you recdle£t the. proceedings at the Globe-Tavern, in 
diis town ? 

A. No. 
V Si. At Qialk-Farm ? 

A No. 

^. At the Crown and Anchor ? 

A, I recoUeft feeing their names, never more tiian wli^ was 
pttblifhed in the public papers^ 
i . . .. . I ^. I hopo 



^ 1 ho^i- you hadi all Paine's works ? 

-rf. No, 

^ Were you prefeiit at the meetings when a public rtfolatiatt 
Was pafledj exprefllng approbation of Paiiie*s works i 

A I do nor recollea that I was at that mectingi 

^ Yotf won*t venture to ft*ear you was not f 

J. I was not, I believe* 

^ If you had been there, you would not have beeh diflcntient f 

J. I cannot tell that 

^ You told me) juft nowj you agreed in thinking it a value* 
?ible work ? 

A. I diA 

^ What do yoti take to be his notron^ as to Ae ufe of Mo* 
narchy in any State ? 

A I never took Aat into confideration properlyi' 
' ^ Upon your oath^ do you not underftand his book, the 
Rights of Man, td be a fpecific for getting rid of Kings every 
where, not only as ufelefi^ but as burthenfome and deftruSive 
to the Rights of Man? 

A If he io^s, that is not my mindi 
■ Lord Chief Jujlice Byre. You are not alked v^at j^u thoug;hiE; 
yourfelf, bur whether Mn Pane's book did not'propofeitinthat 
manner ? 

A I believe it did) fb far as I have feadybut' I never tctok 
notice of that paffage ; fo far as I approve of it, I agreed J buf 
I did not take it that Mr* Paine" meant to deftroy the* King of* 
this country* ' 

Mr^ Garrowk Upon your oath, did ycni not tulderftlmd 
Pulnc's works to be eJcprefslf vwitrerr for the putpofe'of in^i-* 
dating a notion j that Mbnardlf " was defthiflSve- to ail d* 
vilized States^ and'that they could not too ibon get rid bf alt 
Kings? 

' A Though it was publifhed that we had gained fome^ know- 
ledge by his works) that w^ never the intcnticw of the Society-^ 
nor did they take that part of his* works* 

^. You did not underftand it an approbation of his yHuk^t ■ 

A. Onlf fo -ftr aar concerned the Houfe- of CwuawwK 
^ V^Gft. Ill* £ e - ^ Thqi 
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^ Then 1 take for granted, you entered- a proteft againft 
that part that touched the Monarchy ? 
r^J^ No. 

^ I will read you a little of it : « All hereditary Govern^ 
** vernment is in its nature tyranny." Do you happen to know 
that the Monarchy in this country conftituted a part of an he- 
reditary Government ? 

A Yes i I underftand it does, 

J^. And that Paine afferts tyranny to be interwoven In its verjr 
jiature and exiftence ? 

jf. Yes J I fuppofe he docs. 

^ " An heritable Crown" — ^you are politician enough— I 
i»m fure a much better one than I am — to know that the Crown 
of Great-Britain is an heritable Crown ? 

yf. I believe it is* 

^. I take it for granted, that the Throne of Great-Britain is, 
in your judgment, an heritable Throne ? 

J4 I fuppofe it is« 

^ Did you know that Paine fays this : '^ An heritable Crown, 
*' or an heritable Throne, or by what other fanciful name fuch 
*' things may be called, have no other fignificant explanation^ 
'^ than that mankind are heritable property. To inherit a Go- 
*' vernment is to inherit the people, as if they were flocks and 
*' herds." This paflage was not expunged, I hope, in your 
cheap edition ? 

jf. Our Society never took that into confideration. 

^ Was that paffage fairly printed in your copy ? 

jf^ I cannot fay. 
. j^ Now, after the account you have given of yourfelf, and 
your manner of ftudying politics, I afk you, upon your oath, do 
you believe, that that paflage was not in your copy ? 

jf. I cannot fay. 

^ Then you have no memory of what he fays about herit- 
able Crowns, and heritable Thrones ? 

A Not of that paflage; we never took that into confi- 
deration. 

Lord Chief y^/lic€ Eyru You are not afkcd whether you ap- 
- . , 2 proved 
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proved of ftat, or took that into your confideration, tut wh^er 
it was in the book ? 

A., I cannot fay whether it was or was not ; it might be. 

Mr* Garrow* Was there apy thing in Paine's book that had, 

for its objeft, to reconcile the people to the neceflary expences 

of their eftabliihments and their Government > to make them 

contented under the weight of taxes that, to bie fure, we mull 

bearf 

J, It was always advifed for people to fubmit. 

j^ I am aflcing refpedting this book, which you have ftudied 
iaccuratdy and attentively, did it ftrike you that there were any 
paflages iii it, tending to reconcile the people jto the Jieceflary 
burthens of the State ? > 

' j/. 1 do not know that there were. 

■ ^ Were there none that ftruek you to have a contrary ten* 
dency, to excite the people to be diffati^fied and difcontented, 
Jind to think their burthens were unneceflary i 

A. We thought it was our duty to apply to Parliament bxc re** 
drefe. 

* ^ That is no anfwer ; tell me whether you recolledl tbi^ 
paflage, and I am now reading out of the cheap edition ; ^' It \fi 
•* inhuman to talk of a million fterling a year, paid out of the 
** public taxes of any country, for the fupport of any individual, 
*' whilft thoufands, who are forced to contribute thereto^ are 
^ pining with want, and ftruggling witfi mifery/* Do you 
recolle<a fuch a paffage as this ? ' , 

A. I believe I do. 
■^ " Monarchy wotild not have continued fo many ages in the 
« world, had it not been for the abufes it protefts. It is the 
« matter fraud which fheltcrs all others.** Do you recoUedt 
this? / 

A. Yes, r 

^. You thought this a ftrong paffage in fevour of Mpnarp^yi 
did you ? 

A. That was never agitated. 

^ You read this paffage ? -. ^ 

A, Yes» " ^ ..-.'.... ^ 

Ec» J?: And 



4M y 

^ And haying read % be fo ^ood as to tell.inc vhetfier you 
conflder that as a recommendation of the con^imance of Mo- 
narchy^ or its immediate deftru^on — ^hpw do you iinderfiand 
^pai&g^? 

u/. We underftood that we might obtain fome redrefs ; ire 
4id not wiih, in any way, to tough upon th^ Uws ckf ibis coun- 
|ry, by any means, 

^ I have already difclaimed the intention to a(k you any 
fuch queflion, jbecaufe it is not fit Ip afk you, wbedier you 
ivere a traitor--flt^eod to my queftion^*4iow. did you uo^erfbuMi 
tlie pai&ge I have read to you^ that, ^< Monarchy wovld nothive 
^ cxifted fo njany ages in the world, had it not been for 4^ 
«< abufes it prote^." Did you underftand that to Ue a reGom^ 
inendation, to the people pf £ngland, to proted^ and cidtiTatQ 
die monarchical principle, or to deftroy it ^ foon as ^ey could i 
, jf. I can only aofwer for myfelfi 

^ How did you t|oderft9n4 the autbctr to }k adyifing lAca 
YOU read diat? 

J, I underftood him to be expreffing diiaffedion to the King i 
but then they were always put aw^y, thofe things, and never ad- 
hered to, upon no confideration whatever, by any of 14s. 

j^. Upon your oath, do not you underftand the pafTage, and 
did not yoU| when you read it, underftand it to be a reconunen* 
^tion to get rid of Monarchy as fooi^ as you could ? 

jf. We never intended to do fo, 

^ Did not you underftand the author fb to advife ? 

j/. Certainly ; the words are fo, 

^. Ypu yndcrftpod that the obje<3: of a Parliamentary Rc^ 
f!>rm was to be efte<£i:ed by petitioning, as that gentleman put 
it; if petitions of people in different towns would not do, then 
there were to be petitions from Delegates in a Convention. Did 
you expeft your redrefs from Parliament itfclf ? 
' ^. Yes. 

^ Attend, then, to this paflagc in Mr. Paine*s book, and tell, 
me what you thought of that : — ^^ The Bill, which the prefent 
^ Mr. Pitt brought into Parliament, fome years ago, to reform 
^ f arliamenti was on the fame erroneous principle. The right 
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"' '^'^bJ' reform ii in the nation^ in its original chani£tcrj and<;:tn« . * / 
\ ' ^'jConftiiiLitional method would be by a general jcpntV^ion, *.:, ' " •'• 

i*f -fer^ed far the purpofe," aiid fo on. Now hax^ng^TCf^^^hisj ' ,"■ ^ 
* as -It^ 'recount of a Bill brought kjfe^4 lament igr^^fomi Par- • C. . . 

>itiitj^pt;i andiiaving ftated thatj^ai^aS|SfT^Vit^^%^^^^ ^/"» 

', IteVj^erj . v^ to do tKitt' ^<^ y^U ^^11 adhere Miti "ihaP^^^^^iPfe^ 
'.I **^iteS^^.<i3 be done hy the Houfepf Commons ?' . .^ ^ •^. 

J^^'j pl^\:5fes ;. and we thought that th^. proper place to petition. 'i 
I .. > ?2^* You ftated to that gentleman, that you grounded yourfelvet 
^?jipah-the glorious advantages we obtaiji^d by the Revolution ift- 
i'J 13£6^§ i "^^t .doyjitlefs, h^e xekd with attention Mr, Paine 's ji^y 
I '^y>^nt li#*feffi''3illi^antages i }/ii* 
I VX-^ fcfive^'i^h diem, but I ha^e^jead them alK 
r^ *^^^i^^^ h^ve, no deubtj read fiicb v% thin^ as the EiU of. 

^4& no cutler in Sheffield, bi^^^^^^res^'that, and at-^ 




^^^^ifKi's account of it ? 



If :. .«^1^:Wjatteilded^ the Bill of Rights, T,^^^ 
J^'i ii^fy&cit^'S^^maiviiig'his acc'tmnt of this, call that BIu of '* 

, *■ *^ j^nevcr t^f aajj^^i^^^ it %> ., .^.,^ ■•^>^; 

' ' ,''<^^'pb'*™tisy0U^k(idw.P;*^ Jn hifi, Rights of. 



f ^f^-vjit - li^ ^i^ ji$m^^^ W of*' t^felexpre fli on more than once^ 

• * litgliur anfvi^; tAf.tbe learned gen^[OTiah's queftions, that yoi; 

•j^wc/teani^i'he Satiety, as fiSs^'^^ii^Qd to touch the dignity 

• jpif, ^wi^ftijfe of Lords, not;ii,4i\Wy\ propofe to interfere at all. 



^ ' ^1^ ^ jkouiarchy ? ^ hi U^f<r ***' -- 

L ;*^ ■jg4>id P^!%«^ Miv^ 

'^J'-'jif e^ I Icnow him i J Jiave 4eiV him, '^ '^ tr;; * %k; 



' ■ .^^r,ft^>^^^'*^«^ hin>i :perhap»r ■ , , . , "Vvi' 






it ^^■^^fe3^ ^vs^ ^in public ( : , ^^^.d^r' ' ■ ^;H'v:^i 
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;;/* 

^^r.. 
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J^. Did he u(e to attend at the m^ng at Broomhead^s, 

ivhcre the tribune was ? 

' uf. Sometimes. ... 

J^. Was yott a member of the Secret Committee ? . ,'•*■ 

* J. No. -r-^.- 

■' J^. Did you attend upon A^ C%fl:le Hijl when Ypijpo^ifU 

there ? •i'^*'*'^'^' 

-//. I was there fome of the times^ .- "//fjf *'• 

■ ^. Am I right in fuppofing there was a motion made iSAc\. 

for petitioning Parliament ? " • ,;^ 

jf. There was. .." — "• ' ■ »/ 

^. What was the fate of that motion F " ' ";,.' -^^ • 

. jf. It was altered to pe^tiofting the King, . *. • \r 

^. The motion for petitioning Parliament was rc^tbd,- 1 r 

liclievc? , •■' nil ' ' '. 

A. Yes 5 itwaSy. . .s^r'i 



S>- How : 



",,/>i 



.^. **v.., manv' votes were theye fpr petitioning Pariianiajjt? 



A, I do not know. . . . ^ . 

J^ Upon your oath, was there a fingle hand^fe(ft|Hi« 4f^d of 

the mover and the feconder ; I fuppofe all moOo^i»\fere fcciy^ded..^ •' 
Lord Chtef Jujllce Eyre. It was not fecoHcfed>^* • '••*,\^i 
J. 1 cannot anfwer, there was fuch ^Concouife' of •»e#tft.*^ 
i^. How were the votes takeii ? '....•. * 

A, By holding up of hands. ^ "• !;.. • " . ."/^ . ■•" ^;* 

i^ Was you prcfent upon the other hill,^ it SbeflJel^yT^t ifk , -. 

celebration of the Faft ? ' '"'^^'f '" * ^ *-*4r'^. 

^.Ycs. ••■•,.■...••:•••, 

i^. \ ou were one of the .coiigregation ? . • ■' / " I 

A. Yes ; I was there. * *•.•/»■ 

^ How many tl)oufahds of you might be there that day ? • ^ 
A. I cannot tell ; may be two thgufand, •.'*■■ 

/^ You. was. one who joined in all the ceremonies qf that 
dav? ••-' ; • . . .. ; "' . 

A, I was there as alookcr-brr; that was all. ' . .',;. 

\^ When was it that your orderly and peaceable* Society, at 
Sheffield, firft addrefTed tlic Nation^ Convention of FjaflCCj as 
^ National Convention? * • *•''•• 

A. iSpvcri 

K 



( m,) 

A. Never, to my knowledge. 

^. You never heard of fuch a thing ? 

A» I never did. 

^. You did not know that Sheffield had fcnt any addr^is lo 
France ? 

A. No ; I did not* * 

^ Did you fee the proceedings at the Caftle Hill, as printed 
aft^r^^ards with Mr. Yorke's fpeech ? 

A* I did ; but never read them. 
•.^- They were pretty generally diftributed at Sheffield? 

A. They were to be bought at the fhops. 
• . ^- I fuppofe you was not in the fecret, that the motion to 
petition Parliament was made on purpofe to be negatived ; was 
; * you acquainted, before it. was made, that there was to be fuch a 
motion made, in order to negative it ? 

A. f^p J I was not concerned in it at all. 

^ That petition to the King, you fpeak of, was for the 
abolition of the (lave trade ? 

A. Yes ; accompanied with the other. 

^ And'enumerating a long lift of grievances ? 

. ^. -yes. 

^ . 'Mr- Erjkiue. 'It was only a petition from the people at 

ShefEold, that ^ras negatived, was it ? 
:^ No. 
• A^ Erjkine* I next propofe to read this letter from his Grace 
^ the I/lil^ of Richmond to Colonel Sharman ; it has been ftated 
, <b^9t)gA}i two oMie witnefles ; but if it is thought more re- 

gular^ I will call the Duke himfelf s I believe his Grace is in 

attendance. 

THE END OF THE THIRD VOLUME. 



ERRATUM. 

Page 90, line 19, for mat, read matter. 
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